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4.3 Biological Resources

This section describes the existing conditions related to biological resources within the Fanita Ranch
Project (proposed project) site and evaluates the potential for impacts to those resources due to
implementation of the proped project.The information in this section is basedtba Biological
Technical Report prepared by Dud@K20 thatis included ag\ppendix Dof this EIR

43.1 Environmental Setting
4.3.1.1 Biological Survey Methods

Data regarding biological resources present ompthgct sitewere obtained through a review of
pertinent literatureyegetation communities mappingnducted in May 2014 and September 2016
jurisdictional wetland delineatioconducted ifVlay 2016 focused biological surveysonducted
during the appropaite time of yeain 2015 through 2017and historical wildfire researchA
complete summargf surveys conducted on the project site is provided in TakleSchedule of
Surveys for Fanita Rancim Appendix D.Speciaistatus biological resources presenpotentially
presenbnthe projecsite were identified throughlaerature searchndareview of thepre-2003
wildfire conditions anadtumulative data collectad previous biological impact reports drafted for
the proposed projedDudek 1997, 20052006, 2007 as cited in Appendix P The original
vegetation mappindinalized in 1997was verified andupdatedin May 2014to identify the
vegetation communitiesurrently presenton the project site. All plant and wildlife species
observed in the field ere identified and recordeBocused surveys were conducteddpecial
status plant species, including a focused survey excludmelyillowy monardella(Monardella
vimineg, andeight sensitivevildlife speciesincludingQuino checkerspot butterflfegphydryas
editha quing, burrowing owl (Athene cunicularig coastal California gnatcatchéPolioptila
californica californicg,| e a st B ¢Virdo Bedlii pusillug,ssauthwestern willow flycatcher,
coastal cactus wrerCampylorhynchus brunneicapilt sandiegensjs San Diego fairy shrimp
(BranchinectasandiegonensjsRiverside fairy shrimStreptocephalus woottgnHermes opper
butterfly (Lycaena hermgs andwestern spadefootSpea hammondiji also known as western
spadefoot toadPrevious jursdictional delineations conducted in 2004 were updated and verified
in 2016.Historical wildfires in the region and their effect on tdestribution and densities of
specialstatus plantavere identified and useto determine survey needshesemethod are
described igreaterdetailin Section 3, Survey Methodologies, in Appendix D.

4.3.1.2 General Biological Survey Results
Vegetation Communities

Twenty-eight vegetation communities and/or land cover types were ideraifiite project site
These vegetation camunities and their acreages are showmable4.3-1. Refer to Figures 4la
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through 414 in Section 41, Vegetation Communities and Land Cover Type#ppendix D for
additional detaildepicting the locations dhe biological resources present the prgect site.

Table 4.3-1. Existing Vegetation Communities and Land Cover Types on the Project Site and

Off-Site Improvement Areas

General Vegetation
Community/Land Cover

Vegetation Type (Holland/

Category Oberbauer Code) On Site | Off Site| Total
Disturbed and Developed Disturbed Habitat (11300) 115.21 5.43 120.64
Areas (10000) Disturbed Wetland (11200) 0.09 — 0.09

Non-Native Vegetation (11000) 6.05 — 6.05
Urban/Developed (12000) 9.88 3.50 13.37
Disturbed and Developed Areas Subtotal 131.23| 8.93 140.5
Scrub and Chaparral (30000) | Diegan Coastal Sage Scrub (32500) 1,017.13 6.26 1,023.39
Diegan Coastal Sage Scrub (disturbed) (32500) 259.85 11.99 271.84
Diegan Coastal Sage Scrub (fire recovered) (32500) 9.57 0.17 9.74
Diegan Coastal Sage Scrub/Valley Needlegrass 63.79 0.10 63.89
Grassland (32500/42110)
Diegan Coastal Sage Scrub/Valley Needlegrass 51.10 2.38 53.47
Grassland (disturbed) (32500/42110)
Diegan Coastal Sage Scrub/Non-Native Grassland 2747 — 2747
(disturbed) (32500/42200)
Diegan Coastal Sage Scrub-Baccharis-dominated 21.60 — 21.60
(32530)
Granitic Southern Mixed Chaparral (37121) 601.06 — 601.06
Scrub and Chaparral Subtotal 2,051.57 20.90 | 2,072.47
Grasslands, Vernal Pools, Valley Needlegrass Grassland (42110) 113.82 — 113.82
Ic\:/f;?sm:g(z 4005*‘03(;)Herb Valley Needlegrass Grassland (disturbed) (42110) 64.14 _ 64.14
Non-native Grassland (42200) 211.65 2.72 214.36
Non-native Grassland/Non-native Vegetation 14.96 — 14.96
(42200/11000)
Vernal Pool (44000)3 0.80 0.01 0.81
Grasslands, Vernal Pools, Meadows, and Other Herb Commurfities Subtot{ 405.37 2.73 408.10
Bog and Marsh (50000) Cismontane Alkali Marsh (52310) 0.40 — 0.40
Coastal and Valley Freshwater Marsh (52410) 0.02 — 0.02
Coastal and Valley Freshwater Marsh (disturbed) 0.12 — 0.12
(52410)
Bog and Marsh Subtotal 0.54 o} 0.54
Riparian and Bottomland Southern Arroyo Willow Riparian Forest (61320) 1.54 — 1.54
Habitat (60000) Southern Sycamore-Alder Riparian Woodland (62400) |  3.23 _ 323
Mulefat Scrub (63310) 1.86 — 1.86
Southern Willow Scrub (63320) 0.86 — 0.86
Southern Willow Scrub (disturbed) (63320) 0.48 — 0.48
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Table 4.3-1. Existing Vegetation Communities and Land Cover Types on the Project Site and
Off-Site Improvement Areas

General Vegetation
Community/Land Cover Vegetation Type (Holland/
Category Oberbauer Code) On Site | Off Site| Total

Non-vegetated Channel or Floodway (64200) 9.82 0.05 9.88
Arundo-Dominated Riparian* (65100) 1.93 — 1.93

Riparian and Bottomleiatbitat Subtdta 19.73 0.05 19.B

Woodland (70000) Coast Live Oak Woodland (71160) 29.63 — 29.63

Woodland Subtétal 29.63 — 29.63

Sensitive Vegetation Subtotal 2491.44) 23.68 | 2515.12

Grand Total 2,638.0 | 32.60 | 2,670.8

Source: Appendix D.

Notes: Off-site areas refer to the proposed northerly extension of Cuyamaca Street by way of Mast Boulevard and the future
extension of Magnolia Avenue to Cuyamaca Street.

1 All vegetation communities occurring on site are considered sensitive in the Draft Santee Multiple Species Conservation Program
(MSCP) Subarea Plan (City of Santee 2018), with the exception of disturbed habitat, non-native vegetation, urban/developed, and
non-native grassland/non-native vegetation.

2 Totals may not sum due to rounding.

3 This is a Holland/Oberbauer Code and should not be confused with the later discussion regarding pool-like features and seasonal
basin features.

4 Since this is a non-native vegetation community, only the portion under California Department of Fish and Wildlife jurisdiction
(1.40 acres) is considered sensitive.

Disturbed and Developed Areas (Holland Code 10000)

Disturbed Habitat (11300). Disturbed habitat is a land cover type characterized by a predominance
of nonnative species, often introduced and establighesligh human action. Oberbauer et al.
(2008) describes disturbed land as areas that have been physically disturbed (by previous legal
human activity) and are no Igar recognizable asrativeor naturalizedvegetationassociation

but continues to retaia soil substrate.ypically, if vegetation igpresentijt is nearly exclusively
composed of nomative plant species such as ornamentals or ruderal exotic species (i.e., weeds).
A total of 120.64acresof disturbed habitadbccurs orand offsite andorimaiily includes dirt roads.
Disturbed habitais not considered a sensitive vegetation communitige Draft Sante#ultiple

Species Conservation ProgrdMSCP) Subarea Plannless there is presence of burrowing owls
using this habitafCity of Santee 2018).

Disturbed Wetlands (11200). Disturbed wetlands anarea permanently or periodically inundated by
water that have been substantially modified by human activity. Disturbed wetland is often unvegetated,
but may include some scattered native ornative vegetation. Some characteristic roative species

that may be associated with disturbed wetland include giantAeandp dona) tamarisk Tamarix

spp.), palmsRhoenixspp.,Washingtoniaspp.), and pampas gras¥o(taderiaspp.). Native wetland
speciessuch as willows Qalix spp.) and cattailsTi/phaspp.), also may be present at low cover.
Disturbed wetland includgportions of wetlands with obvious artificial structures, such as concrete
lining, barricades, riprap, piers, or gates. Therefore, linednelis Arizona crossings, detention
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basins, culverts, and ditches would be considered disturbed wetlands. Disturbed wetlands occur
throughoutthe County ofSan DieggCounty) (Oberbauer et al. 2008). Only 0.09 acre of disturbed
wetland occwson site. Thisregetation community is considered sensitivihe Draft Santee MSCP
Subarea Plan (City of Santee 2018) Bpthe resource agencies.

Non-Native Vegetation (11000). Non-native vegetation includes trees, shrubs, and herbs that are not
native toSan Diego Non-native vegetatioron the project sitelargely consists of ornamental
plantings along roadways or as part of fuel modification adjacenédidlenceghat are not
typically artificially irrigated and that receive water from precipitation or runoffotaltof 6.05
acresof nonnative vegetation occurs on site in several locations withii#distat Preservand
proposed village development, primarily adjacent to Fanita Parkway and along the southern
boundary of theproject site Nonnative vegetation isiot considered a sensitive vegetation
community by the Draft Santee MSCP Subarea Plan (City of Santee 2018).

Urban/Developed (12000). According to Oberbauer et al. 2008, urban/developed represents areas
that have been constructed upon or otherwise phlysadtered to an extent that native vegetation
communities are not supported. This land cover type generally consists epesemainent
structuresresidencesparking lots, pavement or hardscape, and landscaped areas that require
maintenance and irrigath (e.g., ornamental greenbelts). Typically, this land cover type is
unvegetated or supports a variety of ornamental plants and landscaping. A total of 13.37 acres of
urban/developed landccurs on and off sitand includea complex system of dirt roadsdn
pioneered trails, many of which receive heavy-aathorized use from offoad vehicle traffic,
bikers, hikers, dogvalkers and other forms of recreation. Some of the dirt roads occurSam a
Diego Gas & Electric CompanySDG&E) easement providing nesgary access to power
transmission towerdn addition, he projectsiteis regularly used by helicopter pilots and local

first responder pspnnel for training purposedrban/developed land is not considered a sensitive
vegetation community in the DreBantee MSCP Subarea Plan (City of Santee 2018).

Scrub and Chaparral (30000)

Diegan Coastal Sage Scrub (32500). Diegan coastal sage scrub is a native vegetation community.
According to Oberbauer et al. (2008), coastal sage scrub is composed of a vasadty lofv,
aromatic shrubs, characteristically dominated by dredgbiduous speciéssuch as California
sagebrush Artemisia californicd, California buckwhea(Eriogonum fasciculatuin and sages
(Salviaspp.)with scattered evergreen shrubs, includimydaadéerry(Rhus integrifolid and laurel
sumac Kalosma laurind. Diegan coastal sage scrub occupies 1,017.13 acres on site and occurs in
many patches within undisturbed areas. An additional 6.26 ectaswithin the Cuyamacétreet

and Magnolia AvenustreetextensionsApproximately 9.74 acres @fe-recoverediegan coastal
sage on sitarein two southern portions of th@oject site east of Settle Road and a small patch
west of Hitching Post Way. In addition, 259.85 acres of disturbed Diegatalcesge scrub on site
occur in several areas, with the majority in the central and northern boundarypobjeet site
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11.99 acresoccur off site, mostly withinthe CuyamacaStreetand Magnolia Avenuestreet
extensionsDiegan coastal sage scrub (irtihg disturbed areas) is considered a sensitive vegetation
community in the Draft Santee MSCP Subarea Rlaty of Santee 2018).

Diegan Coastal Sage Scrub-Valley Needlegrass Grassland (32500/42110). Diegan coastal sage
scrubi valley needlegrass grassland similar to Diegan coastal sage scrub but includes
considerable cover of purple needlegraStipad pulchra. This vegetation community is not
included in Holland (1986) or Oberbauer et al. (2008). This combination of vegetation
communities is project spiéic and mapped in areas that are supported by more thper2ént

purple needlegrass within Diegan coastal sage scrub. See description for Diegan coastal sage scrub
in Section 3.1.5 and valley needlegrass grassland in Section B.Agpendix D Approxmately

63.79 acres of Diegan coastal sage doralley needlegrass grassland occur on site in several
locations, primarily within the southern portion of §ject site and 0.10 acre occurs off site
within the CuyamacéStreetextension In addition, 5110 acres of disturbed Diegan coastal sage
scruby valley needlegrass grassland on arelocated in large patckavestof Via Francis and east

of Sycamore CanyoRoad and 2.38 acres occur off site witlhne CuyamacéaStreetextension

Diegan coastal sageerub and valley needlegrass grassland are considered sensitive vegetation
communities in the Draft Santee MSCP Subarea Plan (City of Santee 2018).

Diegan Coastal Sage Scrub—Non-Native Grassland (32500/42200). Disturbed Diegan coastal sage
scrubi non-native grassland is similar to Diegan coastal sage scrub, but is dominated by wild oat
(Avena fatu@ bromes Bromuss pp . ) , sBrodiunks@py, arw imustardfassicaspp.).

This vegetation community is not included in Holland (1986) or Oberbauer @088B). This
combination of vegetation communities is project specific and is mapped in areas supported by
more than 2(ercentnon-native grasses within Diegan coastal sage scrub. See descriptions for
Diegan coastal sage scrub and+mative grasslanddow. Approximately 27.47 acres of disturbed
Diegan coastal sage sciulortnative grassland on site occur in several locations, including north
of Cambury Drive and east of Sycamore Canyon Road. Diegan coastal sage scrubraatt/@on
grassland are considal sensitive vegetation communities in the Draft Santee MSCP Subarea Plan
(City of Santee 2018).

Diegan Coastal Sage Scrub-Baccharis-Dominated (32530). Diegan coastal sage scildaccharis
dominated is similar to Diegan coastal sage scrub but dominat®ddaparisspeciesncluding
desert broomR. sarothroidey and/or coyote brusiB( pilularis) (Oberbauer et al. 2008). This
community typically occurs on disturbed sites or those with nutgeat soils and is often found
within other forms of Diegan cotd sage scrub and on upper terraces of river valleys. This
community is distributed along coastal and foothills areaterCounty. Approximately 21.60
acres of Diegan coastal sage stBéccharisdominated on site occur in several locations, with
the maority in the southern portion of tharoject sitenorth of Carlton Hills Boulevard. Diegan
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coastal sage scruBaccharisdominated is considered a sensitive vegetation community in the
Draft Santee MSCP Subarea Plan (City of Santee 2018).

Granitic Southern Mixed Chaparral (37121). Granitic southern mixed chaparral is similar to southern
mixed chaparral but dominated by granitic soils. Granitic southern mixed chaparral is a-drought
and fireadapted community of woody shrubs from 5 to 10 feet tall that dftens dense,
impenetrable stands. It develops primarily on mesic Aating slopes and in canyons, and is
characterized by crowior stumpsprouting species that regenerate following fire. This association
typically contains chamiséAflenostoma fascicaurm), mission manzanitaXfylococcus bicolgr

wild lilac (Ceanothuspp.), and laurel sumac.

Due to its highdensity cover, there is little or no understory in this community, except for in
openings. The dominant species in the southern mixed chapasited are chamise, laurel sumac,
white sage $alvia apiang, coyote brush, ansticky monkeyflower Diplacus aurantiacus

Approximately 601.06 acres of granitic southern mixed chaparral occur on site in several locations
in the northwestern portion of thpeoject site Granitic southern mixed chaparral is considered a
sensitive vegetation community in the Draft Santee MSCP Subarea Plan (City of Santee 2018), as
a form of mixed chaparral.

Grasslands, Vernal Pools, Meadows, and Other Herb Communities (40000)

Valley Needlegrass Grassland (42110). Valley needlegrass grassland is characterized by a sparse to
dense cover of perennial grasses typically up to 2 feet tall. This vegetation community typically
occurs on fingextured soils, often clay, that are mastwet in the winter and very dry during
summer and fall. Characteristic plant species typically include native grass species such as purple
needlegrass, bromes, and goldfieldsstheniaspp.) (Oberbauer et al. 2008). Plant species observed
within native grassland include purple needlegrass, with forbs such as common goldenstar
(Bloomeria crocepand California blueyed grassSisyrinchium belluim The percentage cover of

native species can be quite low, but an area can be designated as native grisslamsi2@ercent

cover of native grassland speciesthie County, native grassland often occurs where the native
vegetation has been disturbed by grazing, fire, agriculture, or other activities.

A total of 113.82 acres of valley needlegrass grasstamadmunities occur on site in several
locations, primarily along the southern and western boundaries. In addition, 64.14 acres of
disturbed valley needlegrass grassland on site occur in two areas, including east and north of
Sycamore Canyon Road on the tees portion of theroject site Valley needlegrass grassland
(including disturbed) is considered a sensitive vegetation community in the Draft Santee MSCP
Subarea Plan (City of Santee 2018).

Non-Native Grassland (42200). Non-native grassland consistsd#nse to sparse cover of annual grasses
with flowering culms between 0.5 to 3 feet in height (Oberbauer et al. 2008Caunty the presence
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of wild oat, bromes, storkoés bill, and mustard
disturbance and annual rainfall, annual forbs may be the dominant species; however, it is presumed
that grasses will dominate. Nomtive grassland totals 211.65 acres on site and 2.72 acres occur off

site withinthe Cuyamacéstreetextension Non-native grasslant considered a sensitive vegetation
community in the Draft Santee MSCP Subarea Plan (City of Santee 2018).

Non-Native Grassland/Non-Native Vegetation (42200/11000). Non-native grasslarichon-native
vegetation is similar to nenative grassland but domieak by non-native wattle (Acaciaspp.)
plantings. This vegetation community is not included in Holland (1986) or Oberbauer et al. (2008).
This combination of vegetation communities is project specific and is mapped in areas supported
by more than 2@ercenton-native vegetation within nenative grassland. See descriptions for
nontnative grassland and narative vegetation inpreviously in this sectian Non-native
grasslandion-native vegetation totals 14.96 acres on site adjacent to Fanita ParkwayafNen
grasslandion-native vegetation is not considered a sensitive vegetation community in the Draft
Santee MSCP Subarea Plan (City of Santee 2018).

Vernal Pool (44000). Vernal pools are seasonally flooded wetland communities (Oberbauer et al.
2008). Vernalpools are depressions that support distinctive living communities adapted to
seasonally dry and wet hydrologic conditions. Vernal pools are associated with two important
physical conditions: a subsurface hardpan or claypan that inhibits the downwalaktjoerodwater

and a topography characterized by a series of low hummocks called mima mounds and low
depressions (the vernal pools), which prevent above groundwater runoff. Vernal pools capture and
store precipitation on the surface and/or subsurfacevin depressions, which prevent above
groundwater runoff (Bauder et al. 2009). Water collects in these depressions during the rainy season,
and as the rainy season ends and the dry season begins, the water that has collected in these vernal
pools gradually eaporates. The chemical composition of the remaining pool water becomes more
concentrated as the pool water evaporates, which creates a chemicamicsomental complex

system for unique wetlardiependent vernal pool plant aniidlife communities to evelop (Bauder

et al. 2009). Vernal pools retain pooled water for approximately 2 weeks after significant rain events.
Indicator species for vernal pools includeolly marblegPsilocarphusspp), toothedcalicoflower
(Downingia cuspidta), and crustacean The following criteria differentiate vernal pools from other
temporary wetlands: the basin is at least partially vegetated during the normal growing season or is
unvegetated due to heavy clay or hardpan soils that do not support plant growth; arginthe ba
contains at least one vernal pool indicator species (Oberbauer et al. 2008).

Vernal pools occur within 0.80 acra site along the western boundary and in the southern portion
of the site anavithin 0.01 acreoff site withinthe Cuyamacéatreetextenson. Vernal pools mapped
ontheproject sitenclude features (i.enatural vernal pools argtreetruts) containing both plant

and wildlife (i.e, San Diego fairy shrimp and western spadefoot) indicator species. Six vernal pool
plant indicator species werobserved on site: winged wastarwort Callitriche marginatg,
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shortseed waterworE(atine brachysperma California waterwort Elatine californicg, water
pygmyweed Crassula aquaticg annual hairgrassDgeschampsia danthonioidesand woolly
marbles(Psilocarphus brevissimisAs a wetlands community, vernal pools are considered a
sensitive vegetation community in the Draft Santee MSCP Subarea Plan (City of Santee 2018) and
potentiallyby the resource agencies.

Bog and Marsh (50000)

Cismontane Alkali Marsh (52310). Cismontane alkali marsh is a wetland community dominated by

low, perennial, herbaceous plants adapted to places where standing water or saturated soils are
present for a considerable portion of the year (Oberbauer et al. 2008). High seapmnd low

input of freshwater render these marshes somewhat alkaline, especially during the summer. Plant
species composition within this community tends to consist of halopmeds adapted to grow

in saline/salty conditionssuch as southwesterpisy rush Juncus acutussp.leopoldii), and

certain sedges over the typical cattailrush mix of freshwater marsh.

Cismontane alkali marsh covers 0.40 acre on site within the central portionpodjinet siteeast

of Sycamore Canyon Road and adjacémtStathmore Drive. As a wetlands community,
cismontane alkali marsh is considered a sensitive vegetation community in the Draft Santee MSCP
Subarea Plan (City of Santee 2048jl by the resource agencies

Coastal and Valley Freshwater Marsh (52410). Coagal and valley freshwater marsh is a wetland
habitat that is permanently flooded by freshwater lacking a significant current (Oberbauer et al.
2008). Because it is permanently flooded by fresh water, there is an accumulation of deep, peaty
soils. It typicdly is dominated by species such as cattail, se@greik spp.), yellow nutsedge
(Cyperus esculentysand bulrushesSchoenoplectuspp.). Coastal and valley freshwater marsh
totals 0.02 acre on site and is located in several areas, primarily wested EakédRecreation
Preservend west of Sycamore Canyon Road. In addition, 0.12 acre of disturbed coastal and valley
freshwater marsh on site occur in two areas, both east of Santedleakeation Presenasljacent

to Fanita Parkway. As a wetlands commity, coastal and valley freshwater marsh is considered a
sensitive vegetation community in the Draft Santee MSCP Subarea Plan (City of Santee 2018).

Riparian and Bottomland Habitat (60000)

Southern Arroyo Willow Riparian Forest (61320). Southern arroyo Wow riparian forest is a winter

deciduous riparian forest dominated by brteafed trees and arroyo willow. Typically it consists

of a moderately tall, closed, or nearly closed canopy, with an understory of shrubby willows
(Oberbauer et al. 2008). Southerroyo willow riparian forest is characterized by the presence of

several species besides arroyo will@®al{x lasiolepi¥ including San Diego sagewoArfemisia

palmer), mulefat Baccharis salicifoliy, manroot Karah macrocarpus California sycame

(Platanus racemogaFremont cottonwoodPppulus fremontissp fremonti) Gooddingbs w
(Salix gooddingi, narrowleaf willow Galix exigu® and yellow willow Galix lasiandra

Draft Revised EIR 4.3-8 May 2020
Fanita Ranch Project



g Harris & Associates Section 4.3: Biological Resources

(Oberbauer et al. 2008). Southern arroyo willow riparian forest ®atsubirrigated and frequently
overflowed areas along rivers and streams that are perennially wet (Oberbauer et al. 2008).

Approximately 1.54 acres of southern arroyo willow ripafznestoccur on site in one area north

of Sycamore Canyon Roadntheproject site southern arroyo willow riparian forest is dominated

by arroyo willow. As a wetlands community, southern arroyo willow riparian forest is considered

a sensitive vegetation community in the Draft Santee MSCP Subarea Plan (City of Santee 2018)
and by the resource agencies

Southern Sycamore-Alder Riparian Woodland (62400). Southern sycamoralder riparian woodland

is characterized by tall, open, brea@dved woodland dominated by California sycamore and white
alder @Inusrhombifolig (Oberbaueet al. 2008). The woodland includes scattered trees in shrubby
thickets of sclerophyllous and deciduous species. Characteristic species twhstldive oak
(Quercus agrifolia, blue elderberry Sambucus nigrassp caeruleg, and poison oak
(Toxicodendon diversilobu Southern sycamairalder riparian woodland totals 3.23 acres on site.
Southern sycamoralder riparian woodland occurs in three areas, one area in Sycamore Canyon and
two areas indrainages that act as tributaries to Sycamore Canyon. Weatlands community,
southern sycamoralder riparian woodland is considered a sensitive vegetation community in the
Draft Santee MSCP Subarea Plan (City of Santee 2018).

Mulefat Scrub (63310). Mulefat scrub is a depauperdtacking in numbers or varietyf gpecie¥,

tall, herbaceous riparian scrub strongly dominated by mulefat. This early seral community is
maintained by frequent flooding. Site factors include intermittent stream channels with fairly
coarse substrate and moderate depth to the water @itdeb@@uer et al. 2008). This community

type is widely scattered along intermittent streams and near larger rivers. Mulefat scrub totals 1.86
acres on site in the western portion of pieject sitewithin Sycamore Canyon and in a drainage

that acts as aibutary to Sycamore Canyon. As a wetlands community, mulefat scrub is considered
a sensitive vegetation community in the Draft Santee MSCP Subarea Plan (City of Santee 2018).

Southern Willow Scrub 63220). Southern willow scrub is a dense, brdadfed, winer-deciduous
riparian thicket dominated by several willow species, with scattered emergent Fremont
cottonwood and California sycamore. This community was formerly extensive along the major
rivers of coastal Southern California, but is now much reducedrf@ber et al. 2008).

Approximately 0.86 acre of southern willow scrub occurs on site in several small patches, with the
largest occurrence mapped west of Santee LRkeseation Presenand adjacent to Sycamore
Canyon Road. This vegetation community ity occurs within drainages. In addition, 0.48 acre

of disturbed southern willow scrub on site occurs in three small patches, including east and west of
Santee LakeRecreation PreservAs a wetland community, southern willow scrub is considered a
sendlive vegetation community in the Draft Santee MSCP Subarea Plan (City of Santee 2018).
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Non-Vegetated Channel or Floodway (64200). According to Oberbauer et al. (2008), nmyetated
channel is the sandy, gravelly, or rocky fringe of waterways or floodhet&that is unvegetated

on a relatively permanent basis. Vegetation may be present but is usually lessperedtotal

cover and grows on the outer edge of the channel. There are 9.82 acrevefetated channel

or floodway on site and an additial 0.05 acre off site. Newegetated channel is considered a
jurisdictional resource and a sensitive community in the Draft Santee MSCP Subarea Plan (City
of Santee 2018).

Arundo-Dominated Riparian (65100). Arundo-dominated riparian vegetation commungyomposed

of monotypic or nearly monotypic stands of giant reelich is a nomative speciethatis fairly
widespread in Southern California. Typically, it occurs on moist soils and in streambeds and may be
related directly to soil disturbance or theroduction of propagates by grading or flooding. Mapped
occurrences may include surrounding native trees. Giant reed often occupies jurisdictional wetlands.

Approximately 1.93 acres of arundominated riparian occurs in several small patches on site,
including west of Santee Lak&ecreation Preseradjacent to Pebble Beach Drive, and along the
central western boundary of tpeoject sitenorth of Sycamore Canyon Rodince this is a nen
native vegetation community, only the portion afundedominated riparian (1.40 acres)
associated with a drainage featarel regulated bghe California Department of Fish and Wildlife
(CDFW) is considered sensitive.

Woodland (70000)

Coast Live Oak Woodland (71160). Coast live oak woodland is dominated by a single green
species: coast live oak with a canopy height reachppgoximately33 to 82 feet (Oberbauer et
al. 2008). The shrub layer is poorly developed, but may include tdé{eteromeles arbutifolig
gooseberry Ribes spp.), or laurel sumadOther shrub spmes include chamise, California
buckwheat, and chaparral yucdde§peroyucca whippleiThe herb component is continuous,
dominated by a variety of introduced species (Oberbauer et al. 2008).

On theproject site coast live oak woodland is dominated bysolive oak and comprises 29.63
acres on site. Coast live oak woodland occurs primarily in several patches along the northwestern
boundary of theproject site Coast live oak woodland is considered a sensitive vegetation
community in the Draft Santee MS@ubarea Plan (City of Santee 201&)d a portion of this
community (25.08 acres) is regulated by CDFW

Floral Diversity

A total of 420 species of plants were observed within the Fanita Raojelet siteduring the 2004
and 2016 surveys conductediglogists(Appendix D. There are 78&milies represented on site,
with nearly half othe species coming from th&steraceagPoaceagBoraginaceaeandFabaceae
families. Species composition includes 333 @&cen} native species and 87 (p&rcen} non
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native species occurring on sie.cumulative list ofplantspecies observed during these surveys
is provided inAppendix D.

Onthe projectite, 14 specialstatus plant species were observedf which areMSCP Covered
Specied San Diego goldenstaBlooneria clevelandil, San Diego barrel cactusdrocactus
viridesceny, variegated dudleyddleya variegatp and willowy monardellaDetails on species
coverage by the Draft Santee MSCP Subarea Plan are addressed in Sectiors4rgRide and
specialstatus plant specigbathave been observed or have a moderate potential to occur on the
project site or offisiteimprovement areasre described in Section 4.3.1.4.

Wildlife Resources

The project sitesupports habitat for common upland and riparian spe€eaparral, coastal scrub,
woodland, riparian, and nemative habitats (e.g., narative vegetation and nerative grassland)n
theproject siteprovide foraging and nesting habitat for migratory and resident birds and other wildlife
species. Rock outoppings, chaparral, coastal scrub, grassland, and woodarttie project site
provide cover and foraging opportunities for wildlife species, including reptiles and mammals.

There were 2% species observezhtheproject siteduring the 2014, 2015, 201&nd 2017 surveys.

Of the total species observet, (15 percen} are considered specwthtus (9 of which are MSCP
Covered Species). Species obseettheproject sitevere recorded during focused surveys, habitat
assessments, vegetation mapping, anditee plant surveys. A cumulative list of wildlife species
observed during these surveys is providedppendix D Species richnessn the project siteis
moderate due to the property size, amount of undeveloped land, and the number of native upland
habtats. Species richness is generally increased with the presence of more habitat types and
ecotones. Theroject siteis dominated by three habitat types: coastal sage scrub communities
compose55 percent grassland communitiesomposel5 percent and graitic southern mixed
chaparratompose2 percenbf theproject site Although species richness is moderate, the number

of species and the wildlife population levels (i.e., number of individuals) is typical for undeveloped
areas in this region, particulpithose areas that support multiple upland habitat typesprbjesct
sitesupports numerous speeghtus wildlife species, which are addressed in Sectidb. 4.3

Birds

A total of 13 species of birds were observadthe project siteor immediately offsite during the

surveys conducted from 2003 to 2017. Some of the species observed includecrofoved

sparrow (Aimophila ruficepy California quail Callipepla californicg , Annads hummir
(Calypte anng California (vestern scrubjay (Aphelocomacalifornica), California towhee

(Melozone crissalis house finchKlaemorhous mexicanysedtailed hawk Buteo jamaicens)s

and northern mockingbird{imus polyglottok

A total of 2 specialstatus birds were observed C o o p e rAdcgpitethcaopweii), Southern
California rufouscrowned sparrow Aimophila ruficeps canescensgrasshopper sparrow
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(Ammodramus savannaryyoak titmouse Baeolophus inornatyscoastal cactus wren, northern
harrier Circus cyaneus willow flycatcher Empidonax trailli), merlin (Falco columbariug
American peregrine falconFélco peregrinus anatum yellow-breasted chatldteria vireng,
loggerhead shrike Lanius ludovicianus osprey Pandion haliaetus coastal California
gnatcatcher, rufous hummingbir@&dlasphorus Hus), yellow warbler Setophaga petechia

Brewes sparrow $pizella brewe)i golden eagle Aquila chrysaetos , Bell 6s sage
(Artemisiospiza belli beljj longeared owl Asio otu3, whitetailed kite Elanus leucurugs
California horned larkEremophila alpestrisactip, and | east Bel |l 6s vireo

Three of the bird species observed are MSCP Covered Speséssal California gnatcatcher,
coast al cactus wren, and | east Bell s vireo.

Reptiles and Amphibians

A total of 31 species of reptilend amphitanswere observedntheproject siteduring the various
surveys conducted for thoposed projeciSome of the more common species observed on site
include western fence lizardS¢eloporus occidenta)is common sidédlotched lizard ta
stansburian® western skink Rlestiodon skiltonianys striped racer Goluber lateralis,
gophersnakeRituophis catenifer western rattlesnak€(otalus oreganus and southern alligator
lizard (Elgaria multicarinatg.

Six specialstatus amphibians and reptiles weresaed: western spadefoot, red diamondback
rattlesnake Qrotalus rube), San Diegan tiger whiptaiA&pidoscelis tigris stejneggri, Bel di ngo
orangethroated whiptail Aspidoscelis hyperythitaeldingi), two-striped gartersnak&famnophis

hammondi, andBlainvilleG horned lizardRhrynosoma blainvillij.

Three reptile and amphibian species observed are MSCP Covered SBeeiésd i ngés or al
throated whiptail,, Bl ainvilleds horned I|izard

Two nonnative and invasive species, Africelawed frog Kenopus laev)sand American bullfrog
(Lithobates catesbeianysvere detected during previous surveys conducted in 1997, 2005, and
2006. African clawed frog occurred in two vernal pools (30 and 44) ifutbee plannedabitat
Preserven the western portion of the site and in atieeetrut (124) within the fuel modification
zone (FMZ)streetin the eastern portion of tlsgte. The vernal pools (30 and 44) are approximately
700 feet and 880 feet, respectively, northeast of Syca@emgonCreek and therefore it is likely

that this species originated from Sycamo@anyon Creek. The noivegetated channel
approximately 300 feet southeast of gteeetrut (124) is likely the originating stream for this
species. American bullfrog locations weret mapped; howevett is likely that this species is
using Sycamor€anyonCreek and potentially seasonal basin featargbe project site
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Mammals

A total of 37 species of mammals were detectethe project siteby direct observation or sign.
Commonspecies on site include, brush ral§ylvilagus bachmajidesert wood rafNeotoma
lepida), Bottads (roomanggs bot@@Qaldoenia ground squirrelSpermophilus
[ Otospermophilusbeechey)i coyote Canis latran3, and mule deerdddocoileushemionus The
specialstatus San Diego bladhkiled jackrabbi{Lepus californicus benneftiwas also commonly
observed on the project site.

A total of 10specialstatus mammals were observed: San Diego Hkatdd jackrabbitSan Diego
desert woodratNeotoma lepida intermedianorthwestern San Diego pocket mouSkdetodipus
fallax fallaX), pallid bat Antrozous pallidus , T o wn s-eaned dhat Cobymodhinus
townsendij, western red batL@siurus blossevill)i, western yellow batL@siurus xanthing),

western smalfooted myotis Kyotis ciliolabrunm), Yuma myotis Klyotis yumanensjs and
pocketed fredailed bat Nyctinomops femorosacqus

Invertebrates

A total of 69 species of invertebrates, the majority of which were butterflies, were ideotitiee

project sitieby di r ect observation. Common Spodemiaes on
mormo virgult), common California ringlet Coenonympha tullla Pacific Sara orangetip
(Anthocharis sara sadaand checkered whii@ontia protodicg Three speciaktatus invertebrates

were observed: San Diego fairy shrimp, Quino checkerspot butterfly, and Hermes copper butterfly. All
three species af@raft Santee MSCP Subarea PGovered Species

4.3.1.3 Jurisdictional Aquatic Resources

Jurisdictional aquatic seurces include wetlands and Awatland waters under the jurisdiction of
theU.S. Army Corps of Engineer&COE) andRegional Water Quality Control BoarB\WQCB)

and streambeds and riparian habitat under the jurisdiction of the CDEsdictional aquati
resource®n the project site (including offite Cuyamaca Street and Magnolia Avenue extension
areas) total44.97 acres, compriag 5.16 acres of ACOEIRWQCB/CDFWjurisdictional
wetlands/riparian habitat, 9.88 acre AfOE/RWQCB/CDFWjurisdictionalnonwetland waters

of the United States/streamb@&d)2 acre of ACOE/RWQCB/ CDF\risdictional norwetland
waters of the United States/riparian hab#éail29.91acres of CDFWbnly jurisdictional riparian
habitat.Acreages for jurisdictional resources arensuarized in Table 4-2 and representesh
Figure 4.31, Jurisdictional Aquatic Resources.
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Table 4.3-2. Jurisdictional Aquatic Resources on the Project Site and Off-Site
Improvement Areas

Wetlands Vegetation Community | OnSite (acres)| OffSite (acres)| Tdal Acreage
ACOERWQCB Wetlands and CDFW Riparian Areas
Disturbed Wetland 0.07 — 0.07
Cismontane Alkali Marsh 0.40 — 0.40
Coastal and Valley Freshwater Marsh 0.02 — 0.02
Coastal and Valley Freshwater Marsh (Disturbed) 0.12 — 0.12
Southern Arroyo Willow Riparian Forest 1.54 — 1.54
Mulefat Scrub 1.73 — 1.73
Southern Willow Scrub 0.79 — 0.79
Southern Willow Scrub (Disturbed) 0.48 — 0.48
égtg(ﬂ:;YVQCB Wetlands and CDFW Riparian Areas 516 5 516
ACOERWQCB Newetland Waters and CDFW Streambed
Non-Vegetated Channel or Floodway | o9& | 005 | 988
ACOERWQCB Newetland Waters and CDFW Riparian Habitat
Disturbed Wetlands | o2 | — | o
CDFWOnNlyRiparian Habitat
Southern Sycamore—Alder Riparian Woodland 3.23 — 3.23
Mulefat Scrub 0.13 — 0.13
Southern Willow Scrub 0.07 — 0.07
Arundo-Dominated Riparian 1.40 — 1.40
Coast Live Oak Woodland 25.08 — 25.08
CDFWOnNlyRiparian Habitat Subtotal 29.91 o} 29.91
Total Jurisdictional Aréa 44.91 0.05 44.97

Source: Appendix D.

Notes: ACOE = U.S. Army Corps of Engineers; CDFW = California Department of Fish and Wildlife; RWQCB = Regional Water
Quality Control Board

! Totals may not sum due to rounding and are pending agency review.

Several unvegetated channels are located throughoptdjeet site They toth9.88 acre®nthe
project siteand oftsite improvement areasdareconsidered waters of the United Statesler
the jurisdiction ofACOE and waters of the State of California under the jurisdiction of the
RWQCB as noswetland waters and under CDFW stseambedsAlthough there is a main
drainage, Sycamore Canyonathunsnorth south along the western border of fhreject site
most of theon-site drainages flow easivest. The drainages on site eventually flow into the San
Diego River which runs wes less tharD.5 mile south of theproject site The San Diego River
flows into the Pacific Ocean, a navigable water of the United States. dhage drainages do
not contain hydrophytic vegetation or hydric soils; however, they do exhibit evidencdroldgy
and a clear bed and bank. These drainages are mapped ondE3guas line features.
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Approximately0.02 acre of CDFWurisdictionaldisturbed wetlands asseiated with one of the
unvegetated channels arsgdconsideredACOE andRWQCBjurisdictional noswetland waters
(lacked hydric soils to make it aACOE and RWQCHBjurisdictional wetland)and CDFW-
jurisdictional riparian habitat.

In addition, 5.16 acres &COE, RWQCB, and CDFW-jurisdictional wetlandsiparian habitat
including cismontane alkali marsh, coastal and valley freshwater marsh (including disturbed),
southern willow scrub (including disturbed), disturbed wetlands, mulefat scrub, and southern
arroyowillow riparian forestare located primarily in the western portion of fineject site There

are also29.91acres of CDFWbnly riparian habitat that have hydric vegetation but lack hydric
soils and/or suitable hydrology to be under the jurisdictich@ACOE and RWQCB.

4.3.1.4  Sensitive Biological Resources

Sensitive resources are defined as (1) habitat areas of vegetation communities that are unique, are
of relatively limited distribution, or are of particular values to wildlife; and (2) sp€glasts and

wildlife) that have been given special recognition by federal or state agencies, or are included in
regional plans due to limited, declining, or threatened populations.

Sensitivity Designations

Federal listing of endangered and threatened wildlife andsglaatdministered by the.S. Fish and

Wildlife Service USFWS. The USFWS also recognizes species of special concern that are candidates

for listing. Before a plant owildlife species can receive protection underfeeral Endangered

Species ActRESA), it must first be placed on the federal list. The program follows a strict legal
process to determine whether to |list a speci e:
extinction throughout all oenad®i gpiefti @easni spomn
to become endangered in the foreseeable future. The USFWS also maintains a list of plant and animals
native to the United States that are species of special concern for possible addition to the federal list

but that arenot regulated.

CDRW& implementation of th€alifornia Endangered Species Act (CESW}s created a program

that is similar in structure to, but different in detail from, the USFWS program implemeE&8xy

TheCDFW maintains a list of designated endandetiereatened, and rare plant avildilife species.

Listed species are either designated under the Native Plant Protection Act or designated by the Fish
and Game Commission. In addition to recognizing three levels of endangermémFRWaaffords

interim protection to candidate species while they are being reviewed by the Fish and Game
Commission. Th€DFWal so mai ntains a |ist of ASpecies o
species whose breeding populations in California may face extirpation. Alttiesghspecies have

no legal status, th€EDFW recommends consideration of them during analysis of the impacts of
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proposed projestto protect declining populations and avoid the need to list them as endangered in
the future CESAalso protects plant spesjievhichFESAdoes not.

Under the provisions of Section 15380(d) of CEQA, the lead agency, in making a determination of
significance, must treat rare nbsted plant andvildlife species as equivalent to listed species if
such species satisfy the minimiological criteria for listing. In general, tf@DFW considers
species on Lists 1A, 1B, or 2 of tl@alifornia Native Plant Sociely Inventory of Rare and
Endangered Vascular Plants of Califor(NPS2020 as qualifying for consideration under this
CEQA provision. Species on tt@alifornia Rare Plant RarlCRPR List 3 or 4 may, but generally

do not, qualify for protection under this provision. Specie€BRRList 1A arefipresumed extinct

in Californiad Species on List 1B afare or endangered in [@arnia and elsewheré Species on

List 2 arefrare or endangered in California and are more common elsewBeexies on Lists 3

and 4 are thosatrequire more information to determine status and plants of limited distribution.

Sensitive and/or Regulated Habitats

Sensitive habitats are those that are considered rare or declining in the region or support sensitive plant
and/or wildlife species. In particular, the Draft Santee MSCP Subareamidical and regional
wildlife agenciegi.e, CDFW and UEWS)considetthe following habitatsensitivelmpacts tolese
communities require specific mitigation in order to comply withDreft Santee MSCP Subarea Plan
and other regional conservation go&sgulated habitats are those under the jurisdiotitre ACOE,

CDFW, and/or RWQCBThese habitats would be considered to be sensitive for CEQA purposes. The
sensitive habitat$ound on the project sitanclude coast live oak woodland, valley needlegrass
grassland (including disturbed), arurgtaminated riprian, disturbed wetlands, mulefat scrub, coastal
and valley freshwater marsh (including disturbed), cismontane alkali marsiegetated channel or
floodway, southern sycamdm@der riparian woodland, southern arroyo willow riparian forest,
southern wibw scrub (including disturbed), vernal pool, Diegan coastal sage scrub (including
disturbed grassland associatiomsdfire recoverell Diegan coastal sage scrblccharisdominated,
granitic southern mixed chaparral, andmative grassland.

Sensitive Plant Species

Specialstatus plant surveys were conducted to determine the presence or absence of plant species
that are considered endangered, rare, or threatened under CEQA Guifletities 15380 (14 CCR

15380. Focused sensitive plant surveys weoaducted during the flowering seasons of species

with the potential to ccuron the project ge. Through discussiongetweerthe City andwildlife
agenciesit was determined that the 2004 plant surveys were still useful for analysis purposes
because thewccurred right after the Cedar fire, which burned off years of debris, allowing the
ground to be the most visible it could be; because appropriate rainfall during the winter following
the fire allowed for good growth of these species; and because pErsadisequent growth of nen

native annual grasses combined with drought left the prsidn a current condition that was
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densely covered bydebrislayerthatcreated poor survey visibility. It was determined that follow

up surveys would likely restih fewer detections so the most conservative existing dataset was used
for analysis. Although comprehensive surveys for spstalis plants were not conducted in 2016
(surveys focused only on willowy monardella where observations had been previcostiedg,

spot checking previously detected locations confirmed continued presence of populations.

A total of 14 speciabtatus plant species were obsemethe project siteOf this total, & specialstatus
plant species were anecdotally observed dtimgeys conducted in 2016 and 20M7e speciabktatus
plant populations observed within project site are summarized in Tal8eddBpresenteon Figures
4-1a through 4L in Section 4.1, Vegetation Communities and Land Cover Types, in Appendix D.

Table 4.3-3. Special-Status Plants on the Project Site and Off-Site Improvement Areas

Status (Federal/State/CNPS On Site OffSite!

Plant Species Draft Santee MSCP Subarea |  Pre2016 2016/2017 | Pre2016 Total
San Diego Sagewort None/None/4.2/None 220 — — 220
(Artemisia palmeri
Coulter's Saltbush None/None/1B.2/None 65 — — 65
(Atriplex coulteri
San Diego Goldenstar None/None/1B.1/ Covered 17,628 690 — 18,318
(Bloomeria clevelandii
Small-flowered Morning- | None/None/4.2/None 13 — — 13
glory (Convolvulus
simulans
Variegated Dudleya None/None/1B.2/ Covered NE 8,937 — 5 8,942
(Dudleya variegpta
San Diego Barrel Cactus | None/None/2B.1/ Covered 4,846 10 — 4,856
(Ferocactus viridesgen
Palmer’s Grapplinghook | None/None/4.2/None 440 10 10 460
(Harpagonella palreri
Graceful Tarplant None/None/4.2/None 6 — — 6
(Holocarpha virgasa.
elongata
Willowy Monardella FE/CE/1B.1/Covered 1,588 34 — 1,622
(Monardella vimipea
California Adder's-tongue | None/None/4.2/None 250 — — 250
(Ophioglossum
californicum
Chaparral Rein Orchid None/None/4.2/None 1 — — 1
(Piperia coopkri
Engelmann Oak None/None/4.2/None 4 1 — 5
(Quercus engelmannii
Ashy Spike-Moss None/None/4.1/None Not mapped due to low ranking and prevatbece
(Selaginella cinerasge projetsite
San Diego County None/None/4.2/None 2,046 — 5 2,051
Viguiera (Viguiera
lachiata
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Source: Appendix D.

Notes: MSCP = Multiple Species Conservation Program; NE = narrow endemic.

! No special-status plants were surveyed within the off-site areas in 2016/2017.

Status Legend

Federal

FE: Federally listed as endangered.

State

CE: State-listed as endangered.

CRPR: California Rare Plant Rank (previously known as the CNPS List)

1B: Plants rare, threatened, or endangered in California and elsewhere

2B: Plants rare, threatened, or endangered in California, but more common elsewhere

4: Plants of limited distribution — a watch list

Threat Rank

.1 - Seriously threatened in California (over 80 percent of occurrences threatened/high degree and immediacy of threat)
.2 — Fairly threatened in California (20 percent-80 percent occurrences threatened/moderate degree and immediacy of threat)
Draft Santee MSCP Subarea Plan (City of Santee 2018)

Covered: Draft Santee MSCP Subarea Plan Covered Species

Sensitive Wildlife Species

Focused surveys for various wildlife species were conducted according to the methods presented
in Section4.3.1.1(Dudek 1997, 2005, 2006, 200&s cited in Appendix DA total of 41 special

status species were observed during surveys conductedim2@P017 and during previous surveys
(refer to Figures4a through 4la in Section 4.1 in Appendix DThose species observedthe
projectsite are discussed idetail in Appendix D There are additional species with a moderate
potential to occutha were not observeon the project siteand aredescribed in Appendix DA
summaryof specialstatus wildlife species observed or detected during surveysowsdedin
Table4.3-4.

Table 4.3-4. Special-Status Wildlife Species Observed on the Project Site and Off-Site
Improvement Areas

Status (Federal/State/ OnSite Recordings OffSite Recordings
Draft Santee MSCP
Wildlife Species Subarea Plan/Other) Pre2016 2016/2017| Pre2016 | 2016/2017
Amphibians and Reptiles
Western spadefoot (Spea None/SSC/Covered/None 38 features? - -
hammondlii
San Diegan Tiger Whiptail® None/SSC/None/None 2 - - -
(Aspidoscelis tigris
stejnegeri
Red Diamondback None/SSC/None/None 9 1 - -
Rattlesnake? (Crotalus rubet
Blainville’s Horned Lizard?3 None/None/Covered/None 24 3 - -
(Phrynosoma blainyillii
Belding’s Orange-throated None/WL/Covered/None 47 6 1 -
Whiptail® (Aspidoscelis
hyperythrbeldingi
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Table 4.3-4. Special-Status Wildlife Species Observed on the Project Site and Off-Site

Improvement Areas

Status (Federal/State/ OnsSite Recordings OffSite Recordings
Draft Santee MSCP
Wildlife Species Subarea Plan/Other) Pre2016 2016/2017| Pre2016 | 2016/2017
Two-striped Garter Snake None/SSC/None/None 1 - - -
(Thamnophis hammaondii
Birds
Cooper’s hawk3 (Accipiter None/WL/None/None 1 4 1 -
coopelji
Southern California rufous- None/WL/None/None 126 28 1 -
crowned? (Aimophileuficeps
canescens
Grasshopper sparrow? None/SSC/None/None 68 19 - -
(Ammodramssivannarym
Golden Eagle (Aquila BCC/FP, WL/None/None 1 - - -
chrysaetgs
Bell's sage sparrow? BCC/WL/None/None 15 - - -
(Artemisiospibellibell)
Long-eared owl (Asiootus None/SSC/None/None 1 - - -
Oak titmouse? (Baeolophus | BCC/None/None/None - 3 - -
inornatys
Coastal cactus wren BCC/SSC/Covered/None N/A4 5 clusters* - -
(Campylorhynchus
brunneicapillsandégensis
Northern harrier (Circus None/SSC/None/None 6 - - -
cyaneus
Willow flycatcher (Empidonay BCC/SE/None/None - 1 - -
traillji
Merlin (Falcacolumbariyis | None/WL/None/None 1 - - -
American peregrine falcon BCC/FP/None/None 1 2 - -
(Falcgperegrinuanatum
Yellow-breasted chat (Icteria | None/SSC/None/None 2 1 - -
vireny
Loggerhead shrike® (Lanius | BCC/SSC/None/None 8 - - -
ludovicianus
Osprey (Pandiomaliaetys | None/WL/None/None - 2 - -
Coastal California FT/SSC/Covered/None 4 pairs, 1 39 Use - -
gnatcatcher (Polioptila individual® Areas’
californicealiforniga
Rufous hummingbird BCC/None/None/None - 1 - -
(Selasphorusifus
Brewer's Sparrow (Spizella | BCC/None/None/None Not mapped due to low ranking and
breweyi prevalence on the project site.
Yellow warbler (Setophaga | BCC/SSC/None/None 3 3 - -
petechial
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Table 4.3-4. Special-Status Wildlife Species Observed on the Project Site and Off-Site
Improvement Areas

Status (Federal/State/

OnsSite Recordings

OffSite Recordings

Draft Santee MSCP
Wildlife Species Subarea Plan/Other) Pre2016 2016/2017| Pre2016 | 2016/2017
Least Bell's Vireo (Viredbellii | FE/SE/Covered/None 1 2 - -
pusillus
White-tailed kite (Elanus None/FP/None/None 4 - - -
leucurus
California Horned Lark? None/WL/None/None Not mapped due to low ranking and
(Eremophilalpestriactia prevalencenthe projedite
Mammals
San Diego black-tailed None/SSC/None/None Not mapped due to low rankitig a
jackrabbit (Lepus californicy prevalencenthe projedite
bennetjii
Northwestern San Diego None/SSC/None/None
Pocket Mouse (Chaetodipus
fallax falldx
San Diego Desert Woodrat None/SSC/None/None

(Neotoma lepida intermed

Pallid Bat (Antrozous
pallidus

None/SSC/None/WBWG: H

Townsend's Big-eared Bat
(Corynorhinus townséndii

None/SSC/None/WBWG: H

Western Red Bat (Lasiurus
blosseviljii

None/SSC/None/WBWG: H

Western Yellow Bat (Lasiurug
xanthinys

None/SSC/None/WBWG: H

Acoustally detected. See Section 3iBs Afpendix for
discussion on focused bat survey results.

Western Small-footed Myotis | None/None/None/WBWG:
(Myotis ciliolabrum M
Yuma Myotis (Myotis None/None/None/
yumanensis WBWG: LM
Pocketed Free-tailed Bat None/SSC/None/WBWG:
(Nyctinomops femorosacd M
Invertebrates
San Diego Fairy Shrimp FE/None/Covered/None 71 features? 1 feature?
(Branchinecta
sandiegonensis)
Quino checkerspot butterfly FE/None/Covered/None 1 - - -
(Euphydryas editha quino)”
Hermes copper (Lycaena FC/None/Covered/None 3 - - -
hermes)’

Source: Appendix D.

Notes: MSCP = Multiple Species Conservation Program
1 Species counts are based on recordings during surveys. Totals are for individuals unless otherwise noted.

2 Based on occupied features rather than number of records/individuals. Number of occupied features for western spadefoot
includes those recorded in 2004, 2005, 2016, and 2017. Number of occupied features for San Diego fairy shrimp includes those
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with San Diego fairy shrimp present as well as features with immature or female brachiopods that could not be identified to
species and is based on the protocol-level survey results from 2004, 2004/2005, and 2015/2016.

For some widely distributed and more common species, the numbers do not represent the actual population, which may be
significantly higher in population and distribution.

The habitat for historical occurrences of coastal cactus wren burned and is in the process of recovery. There were five clusters of
coastal cactus wren observations observed during surveys in 2017. Clusters rather than individual records were considered for
impacts given the localized groups that this species occurs in.

5 Coastal California Gnatcatcher total based on results in Appendix D during 2005 focused surveys.

6 Based on coastal California gnatcatcher Use Areas documented during 2016 focused surveys.

7 Data includes historical occurrences; however, 2016 focused surveys were negative.
Status Legend

FE: Federally Endangered

FT: Federally Threatened

FC: Federal Candidate

BCC: U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service Bird of Conservation Concern
SSC: California Species of Special Concern

FP: California Fully Protected Species

WL: California Watch List Species

SE: State Endangered

ST: State Threatened

Draft Santee MSCP Subarea Plan (City of Santee 2018)

Covered: Draft Santee MSCP Subarea Plan Covered Species
WBWG: Western Bat Working Group

H: High

HM: High-Medium

M: Medium

LM: Low-Medium

L: Low

4.3.1.5 Wildlife Corridors and Habitat Linkages

Wildlife corridors are linear features that connect large patches of naturespaee and provide
avenues for dispersal or migration of animals, as well as dispersal of plants. Wildlife corridors
contribute to population viability in several ways: (1) they ensure continual exchange of genes
between populations, which helps maintgénetic diversity; (2) they provide access to adjacent
habitat areas representing additional territory for foraging and mating; (3) they allow for a greater
carrying capacity; and (4) they provide routes for colonization of habitat lands following local
population extinctions or habitat recovery from ecological catastrophes (i.e., the rescue effect).

Habitat linkages are patches of natural habitat that join two larger patches of habitat. They serve

as connections between habitat patches and help reducadtleese effects of habitat
fragmentation. Habitat linkages may serve both as habitat and avenues of gene flow for small
animals, such as reptiles, amphibians, and rodents. Habitat linkages may be represented by
continuous patches of habitat or by nearbly hat a t Ai sl andsod that funct.
dispersal and movement (especially for birds and flying insects).

The entireproject sitecurrentlyfunctions as a habitat block with no distinct wildlife corridors or
linkages. Wildlife crisscross up dndown slopes and use existing trails, ridges, and valleys
throughout theproject siteas shownon Figure4.3-2, Sample Game Trails. Thiggure depicts
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examples across thpeoject sitewhere game trails crisscross up and down slope. Singedjest

siteis adjacent to both Goodan Ranch/Sycamore Canyon CBuesgrveandMarine Corps Air
Station MCAS) Miramar, which are large patches of natural open space that provide avenues for
the immigration and emigration of wildlife, the purpose efuhldlife movementstudy was to assess

the degree to which theroject sitefunctions as a regional wildlife movement corridor and to
evaluate wildlife movemenin the project siteand offsite lands adjacent to tipeoposed project

See Section 4.5.4 in Appendix Dr fdetails on the results of the wildlife movement camera study.

4.3.2 Regulatory Framework
43.2.1 Federal
Endangered Species Act

FESAof 1973 (16 USC 1531 et seq.), as amended, is administered by the U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service (USFWS), National Oceanic and Atmogmh@&dministration, and National Marine

Fisheries ServicdNMFS). This legislation is intended to provide a means to conserve the
ecosystems upon which endangered and threatened species daepgmvide programs for the
conservation of those speciesyghpreventing extinction of plants and wildlifes part of this

regulatory act, FESA provides for designatiodfical Habitat, defined in FESA Section 3(5)(A)

as specific areas within the geographical range occupied by a species where physicajioabiol
features fnessenti al to the conservation of tt}
management consi der at iHabitat may also pclunld agead outside the Cr i
current geographical area occupied by the species thaharen et hel es s Afessent
conservation of the species. o0 Under provision
Atakeo any | isted species. ATakeo is defined
hunt, shoot, wound, kill, trag,apt ur e, or coll ect, or to attemp

Section 7(a)(2) of FESA directs federal agencies to consult with the USFWS for any actions they
authorize, fund, or carry out that mafyectlisted species or federally designaritical Habitat.
Consultation begins when the federal agency submits a written request for initistied 8FWS

or NMFS, al on g Buwlogicdl Asseesmentof its proppsedsaction (if necessary),

and USFWS or NMFS accepts that sufficient informatives been provided to initiate
consultation. Ithe USFWS or NMFS concludes that the action is not likely to adversely affect a
listed species, the action may be conducted without further review under FESA. Othéravise,
USFWS or NMFS must prepare a wnittBiologicalOpi ni on descri bing how t
will affect the listed species and (Gsitical Habitat.
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In 1982, FESA was amended to give private landowners the abilitget@lop Habitat
Conservation Plans (HCPs) pursuant to Section 10(a) of FESA. Upon development of an HCP, the
USFWS can issucidentalTakePermits for listed species where the HCP specifies, at minimum,
the following: (1) the level of impact that willsalt from the taking(2) steps that will minimize

and mitigate the impacté3) funding necessary to implement the plgt) alternative actions to

the taking considered by the applicant and the reasons why such alternatives were npaetiosen

(5) suchother measures that the Secretary of the Interior may require as being necessary or
appropriate for the plan.

Clean Water Act

Pursuant to Section 404 of the Clean Water Act, the ACOE regulates the discharge of dredged
and/ or fill mather iUali tiemdt Stawatserns Thfe tt erm Awe
defined as Athose areas that are inundated or
and duration sufficient to support, and that under normal circumstances do support, a prevalence

of vegetation typically adapted for life in saturated soil conditions. Wetlands generally include
swamps, mar shes, b 83CHR 32&.3jbd). Insthe rabiséneerof wettards, thé  (
limits of ACOE jurisdiction in noftidal waters, such as intertt@int streams, extend to the
Aordinary high water marko (33 CFR 328.3[e]).

Migratory Bird Treaty Act

The Migratory Bird Treaty Act prohibits the intentional take of any migratory bird or any part,

nest, or eggs of any such bird. UnderNkigratory Bird TeatyAct @At akeo i s def i nec
hunting, shooting, capturing, collecting, or killing, or attempting to do so (16 USC 703 et seq.). In
December 2017, Department of the Interior Principal Deputy Solicitor Jorjani issued a
memorandum (VM87050) that mterprets theMigratory Bird Treaty Adds At aked pr ohi k
apply only to affirmative actions that have as their purpose the taking or killing of migratory birds,

their nests, or their eggs. Unintentional or accidental take is not prohibited (DOI. 2017)
Additionally, ExecutiveOrder13186, Responsibilities of Federal Agencies to Protect Migratory

Birds, requires that any project with federal involvement address impacts of federal actions on
migratory birds with the purpose of promoting conservationigfatory bird populations (66 FR

3853 3856). The EecutiveOrderrequires federal agencies to work wile USFWS to develop

a memorandum of understandifftne USFWS reviews actions that might affect these species.

Bald and Golden Eagle Protection Act

Bald eagle Kaliaeetus leucocephalusand golden eagleA@Quila chrysaetgs are federally
protected under thBald and Golden Eagle Protection Aathich was passed in 1940 to protect

bald eagles and amended in 1962 to include golden eagles (16 USC 668 €hgegct prohibits

the take, possession, sale, purchase, barter, offer to sell or purchase, export or import, or transport
of bald eagles and golden eagles or their parts, eggs, or nests without a permit isswed by
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USFWS. The def i lndedto pursue, sHoot,hoat &t,eaison, wocnd, Kill, capture,
trap, collect, molest, or disturb. The defini:
as follows: ADisturb means to agi t aduses,oris bot h
likely to cause, based on the best scientific information available, (1) injury to an eagle; (2) a
decrease in its productivity, by substantially interfering with normal breeding, feeding, or
sheltering behavior; or (3) nest abandonment,ubstantially interfering with normal breeding,
feeding, or sheltering behavioro (50 CFR, Par

TheBald and Golden Eagle Protection Acbhibits any form of possession or taking of both eagle
species, and the statute imposes criminal and civil issss@ndan enhanced penalty provision

for subsequent offenses. Further, 8@d and Golden Eagle Protection Amtovides for the
forfeiture of anything used to acquire eagles in violation of the statute. The statute exempts from
its prohibitions on posssion the use of eagles or eagle parts for exhibition, scientific, or Native
American religious uses.

43222  State
California Endangered Species Act

CDFW administers CESA (California Fish and Game Code, Section 2050 et seq.), which prohibits the

At akeo nowildlifelspeces designated by the Fish and Game Commission as endangered
candidatepr t hr eatened in the State of California.
pursue, catch, capture, or kill, or attempt to hunt, pursue, catch, capturek i | | . 6 CESA Sec
through 2085 address the taking of threatened,
shall import into this state, export out of this state, or take, possess, purchase, or sell within this state,
any speciesor any part or product thereof, that the Commission determines to be an endangered
species or a threatened species, or attempt any of those acts, except as otherwise provided in this
chapter, the Native Plant Protection AcaliforniaFish and Game Cod8gections 19001913), or the
California Desert Native Plants Act (Food and

Section 2081(b) and (c) of thealifornia Fish and Game Code authorizes take of endangered,
threatened, or candidate species if take is incitémtatherwise lawful activity and if specific

criteria are met. In certain circumstances, Section 2080.1 of CESA ahev@DFW to adopt a

federal incidental take statement dé@ction10(a) permit as its own based on its findings that the

federal perntiadequately protects the species and is consistent with state law. A Section 2081(b)
per mit may not afully grotectedz es ptehcé epsak ef oc¢ alil 'y pr ot
speciesand fAspecified birdso (Cal i 050351,43d00,B058 h and
5515, and 5517). If a project is planned in an area where a fully protected,sgpndsed mammal

speciespr a specified bird occurs, an applicant must design the project to avoid take.
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Natural Community Conservation Planning Act

I n 1991, NatardlCanmunity Canservation Planning AdCCPA) (California Fish and
Game Code, Section 2800 et seq.) was enacted to implementasedi planning that balances
appropriate development and growth with conservation of wildlifé labitat. Pursuant to the
NCCPA, local, state, and federal agencies are encouraged to piégtamal Community
Conservation Plan®CCP9 to provide comprehensive management and conservation of multiple
species and their habitats under a single plamerathan through preparation of numerous
individual plans on a projedty-project basis. The NCCPA is broader in its orientation and
objectives than are CESA aRESA. Additionally, preparation of an NCCP is a voluntary action.
The primary objective of thlCCP program is to conserve natural communities at the ecosystem
scale while accommodating compatible land use. To be approvibe BYDFW, an NCCP must
provide for the conservation of species and protection and management of their habitat and natural
communities in theplan arean perpetuity.

The 1991 NCCPA was repealed and replaced with a substantially revised and expanded NCCPA
in 2002. While the revised NCCPA established new standards and guidance on many facets of the
program, including scientific formation, public participation, biological goals, interim project
review, and approval criteria, amendments to the NCCPA enacted effective January 1, 2003
(Section 2830[b][2] expressly provide that Subarea Plans for the San Diego MSCP will be solely
govened in accordance with the NCCPA as it read on December 31). Z0@&1City enrolled as

an NCCP participant and entered into a Memorandum of Agreement for coordinated habitat
planning on May 13, 1992 (City of Santee City Council Resolution N@24

Secton 2835 of theCalifornia Fish and Game Code allowse CDFW to authorize takef species
addressed bwn NCCP. Take may be authorized for identified species whose conservation and
management is provided for in the NCCP, whether the species is listedaisried or endangered
under FESA or CESA, provided that the NCCP complies with the conditions established in Section
2081 of theCaliforniaFish and Game Code. The NCEProvides the framework for the San Diego
MSCP Plans.

California Fish and Game Code Section 1600 et seq.
Streambed Alteration Agreement

Pursuant to Section 18t seqof the CaliforniaFish and Game Code, the CDFW regulates all
diversions, obstructions, or changes to the natural flow or bed, channel, or bank of any river,
stream, or lakéhat supports fish or wildlife. A Streambed Alteration Agreement is reqiiitbd

activity may substantially adversely affect fish and wildlife resouircegcordance with Section

1603 of the California Fish and Game Code.
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Fully Protected Species and Resident and Migratory Birds

Sections 3511, 470®05Q and 5515 of the California Fish and Game Code designates certain
birds, mammals, reptileggae nd amphi bi ans and fish as #Afully
species may not be taken or possess#tbwi a permitThe CDFW may not authorize the take of

such species except (1) for necessary scientific research, (2) for the protection of livestock, and (3)
when thespeciess aCovered Speciasnderan approved NCCP.

In addition,the California Fish ad GameCode prohibits the needledsstruction of nests or eggs

of native bird specieCalifornia Fish and Gam€ode Section 3503), and it states that no birds

in the orders of Falconiformes or Strigiformes (birds of prey) can be taken, possessddyyedies
(California Fish and Gam€ode, Section3503.5). For the purposes 8éction 3503the CDFW
currentlyconsidersan active nest as one that is under construction or in use and includes existing
nests that are being modified. For example, if a hawkiiéng to or maintaining an existing stick

nest in a transmission tower, then it would be considered to be active and covered under these
CaliforniaFish and Game Codections.

California Native Plant Protection Act

The Native Plant Protection Act of 1B7{California Fish and Game Code, Section 19@13)
directedtheCDFW t o carry out the |l egislaturebs inte
endangered plants in this Stat eCalfornRigharidat i ve
GameCommssi on the power to designate native pl a
take, with some exceptions, of endangered and rare plants. When CESA was amended in 1984, it
expanded on the original Native Plant Protection Act, enhanced legal motémtiplants, and
created the categories of ifithreatenedod and
amendments to CESA also made the exceptions to the take prohibition set forth in Section 1913

of the Native Plant Protection Act applicable torplapecies listed as threatened or endangered

under CESA. CESA categorized all raviddlife as threatened species under CESA but did not do

so for rare plants, which resulted in three listing categories for plants in California: rare, threatened,
and endagered. The Native Plant Protection Act remains part of the California Fish and Game
Code, and mitigation measures for impacts to rare plants are specified in a formal agreement
betweerthe CDFW and project proponents.

Porter—Cologne Water Quality Control Act

The intent of the Porte€ologne Water Quality Control Act is to protect water quality and the
beneficial uses of water, and it applies to both surface water and groundwater. Under this law, the
State Water Resources Control Board develops statewitts guaality plans, and thegional

Water Quality Control BoardRWQCBs) develop basin plans that identify beneficial uses, water
quality objectives, and implementation plans. The RWQCBs have the primary responsibility to
implement the provisions of bo#ltatewide and basin plamsll w atersof the state areregulated
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under the PortéCologne Water Quality Control Adncluding isolated waters that are no longer
regulated by théACOE. Developments with impact to jurisdictional wat@fsthe state must
denonstrate compliance with the goals of the act by developing $imten Pollution Prevention
Plans (SWPPPs), Standard Urban Steater Mitigation Plans, and other measures to obtain a
Clean Water AcBection 401 certificatioand/orwaste discharge requiremit

California Environmental Quality Act

CEQA requires identification of a projectdos p:
and feasible mitigation measures and alternatives that could avoid or reduce significant impacts.
CEQA Guidelines Section 15380(b)(1)defines endangered animals or plants as species or
Subspecies whose Asurvival and reproduction i
more causes, including loss of habitat, change in habitat, overexploitation, predatipetition,

di sease, or other factorso (14 CCR 15000 et ¢

15380(b)(2) as a species that, although not ¢
small numbers throughout all or a significant portof its range that it may become endangered

i f its environment worsens,; or € [t]l]he speci
foreseeable future throughout all or a significant portion of its range and may be considered

60t hreatened8 asedhan teaemfeder al Endangered S

or plant may be presumed to be endangered, rare, or threatened if it meets the criteria for listing,

as defined further in CEQA Guidelinegsection 15380(c). CEQA also requires idaaéfion of a
projectdos potentially significant i mpacts on |
marshes) and other sensitive natural communities, including habitats occupied by endangered,
rare, and threatened species.

4323 Local
Multiple Species Conservation Program Plan

Theproposed projeas located within the boundaries of &S CPPlan(City of San Diego 1998)

The MSCPPIlanis a multtjurisdictional habitat conservation planning program that involves
USFWS, CDFW, the County of San D&ghe City of San Diego, the City of Chula Vista, and
other local jurisdictions and special districts. Local jurisdictions and special districts implement
the MSCPPlanfor their respective portions throu@ubarea Plas The combinatin of the MSCP
PlanandSubareaPlans serve as a HCP pursuant to Section 10(a)(1)(B) of FESA, and as an NCCP
pursuant to the California NCCP Act of 199ty of San Diegdl998).

The MSCP Plan study area encompasses 582,243 acres within the southwestern pibrion of
County.As stated in the MSCP Plan, an objective of the MSCP is to conserve a connected system
of biologically viable habitat lands in a manner that maximizes the protection of sensitive species
and precludes the need for future listings of species as threateaedangered. The MSCP Plan
identifies a MultiHabitat Planning Area (MHPA), which is the area within which the permanent
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MSCP Preserve will be assembled and managed for its biological resources. The MHPA is defined
in many areas by mapped boundarieggares in the MSCP Plan, and is also defined by quantitative
targets for conservation of vegetation communities and goals and criteria for preserve design. The
MSCP Plan targets 171,917 acres within the MHPA for conserva&iondf San Diegd 998).

A total of 85 plant andvildlifes peci es ar e 0 c oRla.The MSCPWPWan RnAle MSC
EIR/Environmentallmpact Statementi dent i fi es HAVegetation Commun
Areaso f or subanegMSCR RlanAppendixiByA total of 2,067 aesareexpected

to be conserved within the Santee Subarea MHRAh approval of eaclBubareaPlan and
correspondingmplementingAgreement each participating local jurisdiction receives permits

and/or authorization to directly impact or take MSCP Cové&pdcies. The Covered Species

include species listed as endangered or threatened by FESA or CESA, as well as unlisted species.
Table 35 in the MSCPPlan provides a list of the MSCP Covered Speaesdincludes specific

conditions required for take auttmations City of San Diegdl 998).

Draft Santee Multiple Species Conservation Program Subarea Plan

The City of Santee hdseen preparing itSubarea Plasince the original approval of the MSCP
Plan ands currently in the process of completing the Sat&CP Subarea Plan (Figu#e3-3,
Regional Planning ContektDraft Santee MSCP Subarea Blakithough theDraft Santee MSCP
Subarea Plan has not yet been approved or permitted, it isbysing Cityas the guidance
document for projects occurring in tigty. The proposedoroject would qualify as &ardline
Covered Project under tiganteeSubarea Plamndwould obtain takecoverage for impacts to
species throughuthorization from the Citwhen the plan is adoptedhe Draft Santee MSCP
Subarea Plan seglcoverage for 22 species (8 plants and 14 wildlife species) and relies on a
combination of hardlingreserveareas and scfine criteriabased protection zones to protect
species and habitat. Coverage for species is dependent on a number of faatdisgiadequate
building of the preserve system, adequate protection of certain populations, and other factors. Not
all MSCPCovered Speciesccur in each jurisdictigrthereforethe number of species covered by
eachSubarea Plamay be a subset of the abtist. It should be noted thaif the Draft Santee
MSCPSubarea Plan is napproved theproposedroject would seek take authorization through
FESASection 7or an individualSection 1(ermit

TheDraft SanteeMSCPSubarea Plan preserve boundariesara r esul t of the Cit
and expand the MHPA boundaries, to better define conservation priorities within the City and to
formulate @ HCP under the MSCP Plan. Implementation of Braft Santee MSCBubarea Plan
proposes to conserve appirmately 3,060 acres (678ercen)t of the remaining natural habitat

within the jurisdictional boundaries of the Cigince the Draft Santee MSCP Subarea Plan is still

being developed, portions of tMSCP Subarea Planay still change, includinGoveredSpecies
TheSubarea Plan Preserve Systeutivided intosix subunits: San Diego River Subunit, Rattlesnake
Mountain Subunit, Mission Trails Subunit, Magnolia Summit SubMat-Contiguousand Fanita
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Ranch SubunifThe Fanita RancBubunit would represat over half of the SantddSCP Subarea
PlanPreserve Systeand includes habitat for a number of Covered Species.

Within the context of the Draft Santee MSCP Subarea Plan, the current primary preserve goals for
the Fanita Ranch Subunaf which thepropesed projecis the primary component, aas follows:

1 Protectand enhancabitat to suppor€overed Peciesby requiring conservation of
chaparral, coastal sage scrub, gachalpools

1 Maintain a northsouthwildlife movement corridor (with functional wdlife crossing)
through the Fanita Ranch property

1 Maintain connectivity witithe Subarea Plan Preserve Sysierthe North Magnolia
Subunit with open space areas on MCAS Miramar (to the wast)in the County (to
the north and east)

1 Provide managemennd restoration of habitat to offset impacts to Covered Species
and their habitats

1 Reduce edge effects and minimize disturbance during the nesting season

1 Implement amanaging public access program that allows trail use within the preserve
area that is constient with the goal of species and habitat protection

1 Implement fire protection measures to reduce the potential for habitat degradation due
to fire

Integrated Natural Resources Management Plan

While the MCAS Miramar Integrated Natural Resources Manageri@antdoes not directly affect
the proposedroject, it does affect the management of adjacent areas to the west andh, has
bearing on the viability of overall landscaleel resource management on the project open space.

MCAS Miramar iscomposecdf large swaths of open space that contain vernal pools, wetland
areas, upland habitat, and the federally listed plant and wildlife species occurring in these areas.
Additionally, these lands function as wildlife corridors for the movement and dispevsidd|de.

The Integrated Natural Resources Management Plan guides land use activities, natural resource
management, and conservation and ensures compliance with environmental laws and regulations
on MCAS Miramar.The USFWS identifies Essential Habitat agas eligible for designation as
Critical Habitat, and the Integrated Natural Resources Management Plan incorporates Essential
Habitat into highpriority management are@slAs) to benefit the conservation of species. MAs

Level | through Level V have beerevkloped to support the conservation and management of
regulated resources occurring in MCAS Miramar. Level | MAs mainly support vernal pool habitat
and their associated watersheds; Level Il MAs focus oaveomal pool, federally listed species;

Level Il MAs support riparian vegetation and wildlife corridors/linkages; Level IV MAs support
some sensitive and protected resources; and Level V MAs are associated with developed land uses
and are the first considered for new development (MCAS Miramar 2018).
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Santee General Plan

Divided into nine elements, the Santee General Plan is a statement of intent by the City as to the
future development of the community. This is accomplished through objectives and policies that
serve as a lonterm policy guide for physi¢aeconomic, and environmental growth.

As discussed in theonservatiorElement of th&Santeeseneral Plan, the City provides four types

of recreational accommodations for residents and visitorsCoheervatiorElement also contains

goals, guidelines, ahpolicies to guide the management ofthe mmu ni t y 6 shumarat ur al
made resourceand requires that the Fanita Ranch stteserve and manage the natural resources

and open space presamtthe project siteConservatiorobjectives angbolicies that elate to the
proposed project includée following(City of Santee 2003)

1 Objective 1.0: Protect areas of unique topography or environmental significance to the
greatest extent possible.

1 Objective 2.0: Protect floodways to reduce flood hazards, protembhical resources
and preserve the aesthetic quality along water corridors

1 Objective 7.0: Preserve significant biological resources.

- Policy 7.1: The City shall encourage the preservation and enhancement of
significant biological resources in areas deatgd as permanent open space

- Policy 7.2: The City shall require that all development proposals provide
appropriate mitigation for identified significant biological resources including
selective preservation, sensitive site planning technigues &imcdmitigation for
identified impacts.

- Policy 7.3: The City shall require that, for all development proposals involving the setting
aside of land for permanent open space eithsiteror offsite, provisions are in place
to ensure the lonterm management tie open space and biological resources

9 Objective 10.0: Preserve significant natural resources, such as mineral deposits,

biological resources, watercourses, groundwater, hills, canyons, and major rock

outcroppings, as part of a Citywide open space Byste

- Policy 10.1: The City should encourage the conservation of rare or unique plants
and wildlife by identifying such resources through the environmental review
process and by using open space preservation, where appropriate, to preserve the
resourcesasaondi tion of a project approval,
Multiple Species Conservation Program Subarea Plan.
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4.3.3 Thresholds of Significance

Thresholds used to evaluate potential biological resources impacts are based on applicable criteria in
Appendix G of the CEQA Guidelines. A significant impact would occur iptbposed projestould:

1 Threshold 1: Have a substantial adverse effectheit directly or through habitat
modifications, on any species identified as a candidate, sensitive, or spatial
species in local or regional plans, policies, or regulations, threddyDFW or USFWS

1 Threshold 2: Have a substantial adverse effect ag aparian habitat or other sensitive
natural community identified in local or regional plans, policies, and regulations or by
the CDFW or USFWS

1 Threshold 3: Have a substantialdverseeffect on state or federally protected wetlands
(including, but notimited to, marsh, vernal pool, coastal, etc.) through direct removal,
filling, hydrological interruption, or other means.

1 Threshold 4: Interfere substantiallywith the movement of any native resident or
migratory fish or wildlife species or with establisheative resident or migratory
wildlife corridors, or impede the use of native wildlife nursery sites.

1 Threshold 5: Conflict with any local policies or ordinances protecting biological
resources, such as a tree preservatmity or ordinance.

1 Threshold 6: Conflict with the provisions of an adopted Habitat Conservation Plan,
NaturalConservation Community Plan, or other approved local, regional, or state HCP.

4.3.4 Method of Analysis

This section addresses dirertd indirect impacts to biological resources thwatld result from
implementation of the proposed project and provides an analysis of significance for each.
Mitigation would include open space land dedication incorporated into the MSCP Preserve.

Direct impacts were quantified by overlaying the antieigdaimits of grading on the biological
resources maand quantifying impactfefer to Figuresa through 8l& in Section 5 of Appendix
D for additional detail depicting the impacts to biological resouwneke project siteThe limits of
grading argoresumed to encompass all future development and useia@gag(stcase scenarip)
includingthethree Villagesthe Farmpff-site impacted areas, basins, eases&MZs, streetsand
theSpecial Usarea Fuel modification fothe project sités proposed for the entire exterior perimeter,
along roadways, and also interior landscaped areas adjacent to natural open space.

Permanent impacts are those tiauld be permanently impacted and include proposed trails in
the Habitat Preseryedetention bass, thethree Villages including théarm, FMZ l1and 2and
associatedtreets grading buffer, manufactured slopescurring internally in the development
footprint, neighborhood developmerdireets and theSpecial Usearea. Temporary impacts
include maufactured slopeadjacent to the Habitat Preseraed grading buffers thatould be
revegetated following constructioli.should be noted thaalthough the Habitat Preserve totals
1,518.50acres in Tabld.3-5, the final acreage will include the propddeails (L0.52acres) the
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SDG&E access road (6.88 acresid onsite temporary impact areas (144 acres) for a total

of 1,650.38acres.Impact neutrabreas which are areas that are not impacted but for which the
proposed projeaiould not be requestg preservation credit, include the following: passive park,
riparian areas surrounded by development, and the FMZ adjacent to existing development. Table
4.3'5 summarizeprojectimpact categorie@mpact neutral, Habitat Preserve, temporary impact,
permanent impactsynthe pojectsiteand oftsite improvement areas

Table 4.3-5. Impact Categories on the Project Site and Off-Site Improvement Areas

Category | OnSite Acreage | OffSite Acreage | Total Acreage
Impact Neutrd 76.32 acres
FMZ Adjacent Owner Easement/FMZ Zone Interim 54.59 — 54.59
Passive Park 10.51 — 10.51
Riparian Open Space 12.10 — 12.10
Impact Neutral To 77.20 o} 77.20
Habitat Preserve
Habitat Preserve 1,518.50 — 1,518.50
Temporary Impacts
Grading Buffer — <0.01 <0.01
Manufactured Slopes 114.47 7.28 121.75
Temporary Impact T¢ 114.47 7.29 12175
Permanentmpacts
Proposed Habitat Preserve Trails?? 10.94 — 10.94
SDG&E Access Road* 7.14 — 7.14
Detention Basin 37.36 — 37.36
Farm 26.93 — 26.93
FMZ 1 45.79 — 45.79
FMZ 2 70.82 0.21 71.03
FMZ Connecting Street 712 — 712
FMZ Road — 12.96 12.96
Manufactured Slopes 24.23 — 24.23
Neighborhood Development 44473 — 44473
Street 180.81 12.14 192.95
Special Use Area 31.87 — 31.87
Water Tank and Access Road 4.86 — 4.86
Permanent Impact T¢ 927.90 25.32 953.22
GrandTotal 2,637 32.60 2,670.8

Notes: FMZ = fuel modification zone; SDG&E = San Diego Gas & Electric.

Totals may not sum due to rounding.

T “Off site” includes the impacts associated with the Cuyamaca Street and Magnolia Avenue street extensions.

2 See Table 5-1b, Trail Categories within the Project Area, in Appendix D for a detailed breakdown of trails on the project site.

3 Of the 10.94 acres of permanent impacts from trails, only 10.52 acres will be included within the Habitat Preserve. The remaining portion
totaling 0.41 acre is within Impact Neutral or other permanent impact areas and therefore are not counted toward the Habitat Preserve total.

4 Only a portion (6.88 acres) of the SDG&E road will be included within the Habitat Preserve. The remaining portion (0.25 acres) would be
considered a permanent impact occurring outside the Habitat Preserve.
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The proposedHabitat Preserve currently contains an extensive existing trail system, much of
which is siject to frequentunauthorized offoad vehite traffic and unauthorized human
activities that have been detrimental to the sensitive habitats on site. These effects were greater
aroundthe time the MSCP Plan was finalizdult a variety of reasons resedtin consolidation

and elimination of use in several areas (e.g., different ownership and management, fencing and
control, increased first responder presence, fire and subsequent annual grass growth masking
historical disturbances, and other factofs) a result, the current baseline is lessturbedthan

the existing condition when the MS@®anwas analyzed and approved. The project proposes

to do the following regarding the trail system within the Habitat Preserve: (1)-afbsad
revegetate a larggroportion of the existing trails, (2) retain a portion of the existing trails for
pedestrian and bicycle use, and (3) create new trails within the Habitat Preserve. It should be
noted that in many cases, existing trailsuld berealigned to avoid sensie resources (e.g.,
100-foot buffer around vernal pools, willowy monardella locations, and Quino checkerspot
butterfly suitable ridges and hilltops) thus creating the need for a new proposed trail in the
vicinity. Where these realignments were made, fdetrails will be closed and restored. After
project implementation, 10.52 acres of trails, including 6 acres of created drailgl.52 acres

of existing trails, would occur in the Habitat Preserve. The Habitat Preserve would also include
a portion of tle existing SDG&E access road (6.88 acres of the-d@ctd total). A total of 34.31

acres of existing trails in the Habitat Preserve would be closed and reStbeettail category
breakdowron the projectsiteis summarized in Table 4@
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Table 4.3-6. Trail Categories on the Project Site

Habitat Preservg Impact Neutral | Permanent | Temporary Total
Category (Acres) (Acres) (Acres) (Acres) (Acres)
Existing Trails
Existing Trails (Off Site) — — 0.12 — 0.12
Habitat Preserve Trails' 4.52 — — — 4.52
SDG&E Access Road' 6.88 — 0.25 — 7.14
Interior Development Trails — — 01.06 — 01.06
Proposed Trail Creation (New)
Habitat Preserve Trails' 6.00 — — — 6.00
Multi-Purpose Trail (Off — — 1.35 — 1.35
Site)
Interior Development Trail — — 28.73 — 28.73
ExistingTrails (Closed)
Closed and Restored Trails 34.31 2.09 0.30 — 36.69
Closed Trails (Permanently — — 27.24 — 27.24
Impacted by Development)
Closed (Impacted by Off- — — 1.88 0.87 2.75
Site Development)
Total 51.73 2.09 60.93 0.87 115.62

Note:SDG&E = San Diego Gas & Electric; Totals may not sum due to rounding.
' Habitat Preserve trails (10.52 acres for existing and new) and the SDG&E access road (6.88 acres) are considered permanent impacts but
will be included in the final Habitat Preserve boundary.

Indirect impacts result from adverse edge effects, etm@poraryindirect impacts related to
construction, orpermanent chronic indirect impacts associated with the location of urban
development in proximity to biological resources within natural opecespa

Trails are known to be a source of indirect effect on surrounding natural res@gcsmwn on
Figures 15 and 16 of Appendix D in the past and currenttizere is more offoad vehicle activity

and traitrelated disturbance on site thaould occumunder thgproposegroject While the current
levels of activity and estimated pg®iject use levels are not known, it is probable that at least
some portions of the trail systenould receive more use than they do now. For instance, trail
segments cl@s to access points are more likely to receive use and trail segments more distant
from access locatiorare less likely taeceive useThere is no data on the existing and potential
use of the proposed Fanita Ranch Preserve,Gmddan Ranch/Sycamore Gam County
Preservereceives between 11 and 20 visits per dasestridge Ecological Reserve receives
between 51 and 100 persons per @dag Mission Trails Regional Park receives over 251 visits
per day. It is reasonable to assume that the Fanita Raesbr{A wuld receive use somewhere
between and closeo the Crestridge EcologicaleRerve and th&oodan Ranch/Sycamore
Canyon County Preserv&iven these rates, it is likely that there is currently an indirect effect
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from trail use and that thereamld continue to be an indirect effect dudtail use.These indirect
impacts from existing and proposed trails and trail use are analyzed further in Section 4.3.5.

During construction of th@roposed projectemporaryindirect impacts may include dust and
noise, which could disrupt habitat and species vitality temporarily, and construelided soil
erosion and runoff; however, all project grading is subject to established restrictions and
requirements that restrict erosion and runoff, including the &@dean Water Act and National
Pollution Discharge Elimination System (NPDES), as well as preparation of a SWPPP. These
programs minimize project impacts to erosion/runétmanenindirect impacts to adjacent open
space may include intrusions by humamsl domestic pets, noise, lighting, invasion by exotic
plant and wildlife species, effects of toxic chemicals (e.g., fertilizers, pesticides, herbicides, and
other hazardous materials), urban runoff from developed areas, soil erosion, litter, fire, and
hydrologic changese(g, changes in groundwater level and quality).

Regardless of the ultimate development on the proposed school site (school or residential), the impacts
to biological resources would be the same due to similar ground disturbance saclikigéefore, the
analysis below adequately addresses the proposed prpjeétrred land use plamth school andhe

land use plamvithout school.

435 Project Impacts and Mitigation Measures

4.3.5.1 Threshold 1: Candidate, Sensitive, or Special-Status Species

Would the proposed project have a substantial adverse effect, either directly or through habitat
modifications, on any species identified as a candidate, sensitive, or special status species in local or
regional plans, policies, or regulations, or by CDFW or USFWS?

Impact: The proposed project could have direct and
indirect impacts on candidate, sensitive, or special-
status plant or wildlife species that occur within and in
the vicinity of the project site.

Significance Before Mitigation: Potentially significant.

Mitigation: Preserve Management Plan (BIO-1), Upland
Restoration Plan (BIO-2), Narrow Endemic Plant Species
(BIO-3), Oak Tree Restoration Plan (BIO-4), Preconstruction
Surveys and Avoidance and Minimization Measures for
Special-Status Plant Species (BIO-5), Land Use Adjacency
Guidelines (BIO-6), Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan
(BIO-7), Approved Biologist (BIO-8), Habitat Preserve
Protection (BIO-9), Weed Control Treatments (BIO-10),
Argentine Ant Control and Monitoring (BIO-11), Vernal Pool
Mitigation Plan (BIO-12), Western Spadefoot Relocation
(BIO-13), Nesting Bird Survey (BIO-14), Wetland Mitigation
Plan (BIO-15), Coastal Cactus Wren Habitat Management
(BIO-16), Brown-Headed Cowbird Trapping (BIO-17),
Restoration of Suitable Habitat for Quino Checkerspot
Butterfly and Hermes Copper Butterfly (BIO-18), African
Clawed Frog Trapping (BIO-19), Wildlife Protection (BIO-20),
Fire Protection Plan (BIO-21).

Significance After Mitigation: Less than significant.
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Sensitive Plant Species

Section 4.3: Biological Resources

Direct Impacts. Sensitiveand speciabtatusplant species which have been observed or laave
moderatepotential to occumon the project ge or off-site improvement area&xcept for the
Magnolia Avenue improvementsye listed in Sectiod.3.1.4. Implemetation of theproposed
projectwould result in the direct loss of locations and individuall 14 sensitive plant species
(refer to Figures8a through 5La in Section 5 of Appendix PThe Magnolia Avenue extension

is highly disturbed and the potentfat specialstatus plant species to occur is low. This area was
not surveyed for specistatus plant species due to lack of legal access to the parcels.
Preconstruction surveys will be conducted when legal access is proViaad. 4.37 lists all
mapped speciaistatus plant species thatowd be subject to direct impactsom project
developmenbn and offsite including Habitat Preserve arfstush managemefiimpact neutral)
areaqFigure 4.34, Habitat Preserve Plan

Table 4.3-7. Summary of Direct Impacts to Special-Status Plant Species

Status Impacts(Individuals)
(Federal/State/ Total
CNP3Draft Impact
Santee MSCP (Percent | Habitat | Impact Total
Plant Species Subarea Plgn | OnSite | OffSite | Impacted) | Preserve| Neutral| Individuals
San Diego sagewort None/None/4.2/ 190 — 190 (86%) 30 — 220
(Artemisia palmjeri | None
Coulter’s saltbush None/None/1B.2/ 15 — 15 (23%) — 50 65
(Atriplex coulteri None
San Diego goldenstar | None/None/1B.1/ 7,964 — 7,964 (44%) 10,354 — 18,318
(Bloomeria cleveland Covered (67)
Small-flowered None/None/4.2/ 3 — 3 (23%) 7 3 13
morning-glory None
(Convolvulus simulga
Variegated dudleya None/None/1B.2/ 781 5 786 (9%) 8,156 — 8,942
(Dudleya variegata | Covered NE
San Diego barrel None/None/2B.1/ | 585 (10) — 585 (12%) 4,270 1 4,856
cactus (Ferocactus Covered
viridescens
Palmer's None/None/4.2/ 384 10 394 (86%) 16 50 460
grapplinghook None
(Harpagonella palheg
Graceful tarplant None/None/4.2/ 2 — 2 (33%) 4 — 6
(Holocarpha virgata | None
ssp. elongata
Willowy monardella FE/CEMB.1/ 1* — 1*(<1%) 1,621 — 1,622
(Monardella vimipea| Covered
California Adder’s- None/None/4.2/ — — — (0%) 250 — 250
tongue (Ophioglossun; None
californicum
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Table 4.3-7. Summary of Direct Impacts to Special-Status Plant Species

Status Impacts(Individuals)

(Federal/State/ Total

CNPDraft Impact

Santee MSCP (Percent | Habitat | Impact Total

Plant Species Subarea Plgn | OnSite | OffSite | Impacted) | Preserve| Neutral| Individuals

Chaparral rein orchid None/None/4.2/ — — — (0%) 1 — 1
(Piperia coopkri None
Engelmann oak None/None/4.2/ 5 — 5(100%) — — 5
(Quercus engelmanr] None

Ashy spike-moss
(Selaginella
cinerascefs

None/None/4.1/
None

Not mapped due to low ranking and prewatbepeoject site

San Diego County
viguiera (Viguiera
laciniata

None/None/4.2/
None

84

89 (4%)

1,959

2,051

Notes: CNPS = California Native Plant Society; MSCP = Multiple Species Conservation Program; NE = narrow endemic.
! Acreage in parentheses includes the portion of the total permanently impacted by the proposed trails.

* |t should be noted that there are 49 individuals occurring along existing retained trails and adjacent to proposed trail creation
areas. Impacts to these individuals would be avoided through the maintenance and management of trails as outlined in the Public
Access Plan (Appendix T of EIR Appendix D).

Status Legend
Federal

FE: Federally listed as endangered.

State

CE: State-listed as endangered.
CRPR: California Rare Plant Rank (previously known as the CNPS List)
1B: Plants rare, threatened, or endangered in California and elsewhere
2B: Plants rare, threatened, or endangered in California, but more common elsewhere
4: Plants of limited distribution — a watch list

Threat Rank

.1 — Seriously threatened in California (over 80 percent of occurrences threatened/high degree and immediacy of threat)
.2 — Fairly threatened in California (20 percent—80 percent occurrences threatened/moderate degree and immediacy of threat)

Draft Santee MSCP Subarea Plan (City of Santee 2018)

Covered: Draft Santee MSCP Subarea Plan Covered Species

Impacts to the following specidéisted in Table 4.& would not be significant due to the lack of
sensitivity of the species (not state or federally lis@&&dPRList 3 or 4, or not listed by CNPS):

San Diego sagewort, smdlbwered morningglor vy , Pal mer 6s grapplinghoo
Cal i f or ntongueasluly dpgkendss chaparral rein orchid, and San Diego County viguiera.

None of these speciaseproposed for coverage by the Draft Santee MSCP Subared&R&Enof

these specids aCRPR 4 speciesvhich are relatively common in this portion of the Cousty

are not considered significantly rafenerefore, impacts to these RGovered Speciesould not

be significant under CEQAand direct impacts would be less than significant.

Other sensitive plant species that occur in the region (e.g., Encinitas bad&hectsaris vanessge
gabbreendemic species, clandemic species) were not detected in focused sutheysforethere
would be no significant direct impacts to thesegse
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Implementation of the proposed project would resullirect impacts to covered speesthtus

plant speciesncluding San Diego goldenstar, variegated dudleya, San Diego barrel cactus, and
willowy monardella. All permanent and temporary impacifdth on and oftsite areas, to these
speciesvould besignificant

A total of 117.56 acres of USFWsignated Critical Habitat for willowy monardella occur along

the northwestern boundary of the project site (refer to Appendix D, Fighaelbpactsa USFWS
Designated Critical Habitat Willowy Monardella). The majority of the Critical Habitat (110.54
acres) would be in the Habitat Preserve, and only 7.02 acres would be impacted from project
implementation. Although 7.02 acres of Critical Habitat idtowy monardella would be both
permanently (4.39 acres) and temporarily (2.63 acres) impacted, only 1.39 acres of it is suitable
habitat for this species despite being designated. Appendix D, T&aldrbpacts to Vegetation
Communities and Land Coverypes within Willowy Monardella Critical Habitat Areas,
summarizes the vegetation communities impacted in the Critical Habitat area. Impacts would occur
to one willowy monardella individual in the Critical Habitat area, adjacent to the detention basin
(temporary impact). Impacts to the 49 individuals along the existing retained trails and adjacent to
proposed trail creation areas would be avoided. Impacts to this species would be significant.

According to the Draft Santee MSCP Subarea Plan, impacts tododivnature oak tredse.,
oak trees with at least one trunk eif@h ormore diameter at breast height [DBst multi-trunked
native oak trees with aggregate diameter ofinbh DBH) would be significant and require
mitigation.Direct impacts to Coulte Gatbushwould also occur, resulting in a significant impact
to this species.

Indirect Impacts. Indirect impacts tgpecialstatus plantsvould primarily result from adverse edge
effects. During construction of th@oposed projectedge effects may @ude dust, which could
disrupt plant vitality in the short term, as well as construetedated soil erosion and runoff.

Permanenindirectedge effects could include intrusions by humans and domestic pets and possible
trampling of individual plants, umghorized trail use, invasion by exotic plant and wildlife species,
exposure to urban pollutants, soil erosion, litter, fire, and hydrological chamge<ljanges in
surface and groundwater level and quality). Not only can altered hydrology direetysgécial

status plants, increased moisture associated with irrigation and runoff can attract invasive
Argentine ants L(inepithema humilg which could displace native ants (e.g., harvester ants
(Messorspp.,Pogonomyrmespp.) that are potential pollittas and seed dispersers for special
status plants. Argentine ants are ineffective at seed dispersal and can wreak ecological havoc,
disrupt ecosystem processes, and threaten future staPéityanenindirect impactdo special

status plantas a resulbf trampling by humans and domestic pets would be potentially significant.
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Sensitive Wildlife Species

Direct Impacts. Sensitivewildlife species that have been observed or lpatential to occur on the
project site or ofsite improvement areas are described in Section 4.3.1.4rdpesed projeatould

impact these speci¢sroughnew development that would displace individual animals and destroy
portions of their habitat. laddition, some of the smaller and less mobile species, such as reptiles and
rodents, could be killed or wounded by clearing, grading, and other construction activities.

Implementation of thproposed projeatiould result in the direct loss of habitat, luding foraging

habitat, for the majority of the specwstlatus wildlife speciedescribed in Section.3.1.4, as well

as those species with modeled suitable habitat and a moderate potential to occur on the project site
These species include the followingiestern spadefootouthern California legless lizard,

California glossy snake, San Diegger whi pt ai | , red diamondback r
horned | izard, Cor onad o -throatédamhiptail, cdast patejosedB e | di n
snake, twesti ped garter snake, Co o per 6csownedaspairow, Sout h
grasshopper sparrow, gol den eagl e, Bell 6s s ac
falcon, longeared owl, oak titmouse, coastal cactus wren, merlin, yédi@asted cht, prairie

falcon, |l oggerhead shrike, coastal California

yell ow war bl er , |aded kite, Cdiiforhid horesed hark, San ®iego bidaked e
jackrabbit, Dulzura pocket mouse, northwest8an Diego pocket mouse, San Diego desert
woodrat, pallid bat, weeatdbatwesteaset baf, festdrrayellow T o wr
bat, longeared myotis, western smddioted myotis, Yuma myotis, big freailed bat, pocketed

free-tailed batSan Diego fairy shrimp, Quino checkerspot butterfly, and Hermes cbptterfly.

No direct impacts are expected to ospbegausehis speciesvasobserved perched on site but
foraging within nearby Santee LakB®creation Preseryand there is no suitébforaging or
nesting habitat fothis species on site. Willow flycatcher has a low potential to nest on site since
only one willow flycatcher was observed May 2017 during focused surveys and was not
observed during subsequent visits. In accordanck thié survey protocol guidelines, this
individual was determined to be a migrant subspecies and not southwestern willow flycatcher.
Therefore, direct impacts to breeding willow flycatchewmuld not occur

A total of 2,407.40 acres of USFW#gsignated Crital Habitat for coastal California gnatcatcher
occuronthe projecsite(refer to Appendix DEFigure 55b, Impacts to USFWS Designated Critical
Habitati Coastal California Gnatcatchemnplementation of the proposed project would result in
impacts to 87.58 acres of Critical Habitat for coastal California gnatcatcher, including both
permanent and temporary impacts; however, only 399.19 acres would be considered suitable
habitat for this species. Impacts would occur to 12 coastal California gnatazetaeasvithin

the designatedCritical Habitat areaRefer to Appendix DTable 55b, Impacts toVegetation
Communities and Land Cover Types within Coastal California Gnatcatcher Critical Habitat Areas

Draft Revised EIR 4.3-47 May 2020
Fanita Ranch Project



g Harris & Associates Section 4.3: Biological Resources

whichsummarizes the vegetation communities impawatgiin the coastal California gnatcatcher
Critical Habitat arean the project site.

A total of 2,426.06 acres of proposed USFWS Critical Habitat for Hermes copper butterfly occur
onthe projecsite(refer to Appendix DFigure 55c¢, Impacts to USFWS Rposed Critical Habitat

T Hermes Copper Butterfly)t should be noted that the USFWS modelusged to prepare the
proposed Critical Hbitat designations is based on a combination of internal and external opinion
and buffering of assumed habitat and dodgake into account the sigpecific suitable habitat.

In this instance, suitable habitat refers to redberry buckthorn within 15 feet of California
buckwheat. Therefore, proposed USFWS Criticalitat designations can overestimate the actual
suitable haltat within an area and include many acres of unsuitable habitat (e.g., areas where
redberry buckthorn and/or California buckwheat are not presgable 55c in Appendix D
includes a breakdown of suitability within the proposed USFWS Ciritical Habitgtintgapased

on field surveys for the Hermes copper butterfly host plant species conducted specificalty for th
proposedroject Implementation of the proposed project would resulinpactsto 974.11 acres

of proposed Critical Habitat for Hermes coppettéxdly, including both permanent and temporary
impacts; however, only 52.97 acres would be considered potentially suitable habitat for this
speciesRefer to Appendix DTable 55c, Impacts tovVegetation Communities and Land Cover
Types within the PropogeHermes Copper Butterfly Critical Habitat Areaghich summarizes

the vegetation communities impacted within the proposed Critical Habitabratba project site

For the purposes of this analysis, it is assumed that thikasdéine Covered Projecnder the
Draft Santee MSCP Subarea Plas suchjmpacts to covered narrow endemic species are subject
to the narrow endemic species policy identified in the Draft Santee MSCP Subarea Plan which
requires 100percentconservation within open space (i.egrdiline preserve) and 8fercent
conservation through translocation within permanent impact (i.e-aiatkerized) areafkefer to
Figures 51a through 5la in Section 5 of Appendix o seethe locations of and impacts to
biological resourcesnthe prgect site Speciesspecific impact figures include western spadefoot
shown on Figurd.3-5, Quino checkerspot butterfly shown on Figu4e%6a through 4.%c, and
Hermes copper butterfly shown on Figute3-7. Table 4.38a lists all speciaktatuswildlif e
species that wuld be subject to direct impactsom project development including brush
managemengctivities and oftsite improvementareas Table 4.3-8a outlines the impactso
suitable habitat (including foraging habitat), the significance deterromatnd the mitigation
measure proposed to reduce the impact to less than significant for each Spadueegl.38b
provides a detailed impact summary for Quino checkerspot bujtantlyTable 4.8Bc provides a
detailed impact summary for Hermes copipetterfly.
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Table 4.3-8a. Direct Impacts to Special-Status Wildlife Species

WildlifeSpecies
Common Name
(Scientific Name)

Regulatory Status:
Federal/ Staferaft Santes
MSCRsubarea Plan

Suitable Habitat and
Occurrence in Project
Ste

Impact$(acresbcations for Covered

Species)

Significance Determination and Mitigatic
Measures

Amphibians and Reptiles

western spadefoot
(Spea hammoindii

None/SSC/Covered

395.24 acres® and 242
features with the potential to
support this species; 38
occupied features?

230.36; 14 occupied features. See Figure

435.

Potentially significant direct impacts to western
spadefoot would be reduced to less than
significant through the proposed project's on-site
Habitat Preserve, outlined in Mitigation Measure
BIO-1, which would conserve 24 occupied
features and 146.24 acres of suitable habitat in a
configuration that preserves genetic exchange
and species viability; Mitigation Measure BIO-12,
which would require a Vemal Pool Mitigation Plan
for enhancing and restoring 0.50 acre of vemnal
pool resources; and Mitigation Measure BIO-13,
which would relocate individuals within impact
areas to suitable breeding habitat outside of
impact areas.

Southern California legless
lizard (Anniella stebbjnsi

None/SSC/None

638.67 acres; moderate
potential to occur

358.98

Potentially significant direct impacts to Southemn
California legless lizard would be reduced to less
than significant with implementation of the
proposed project's on-site Habitat Preserve,
outlined in Mitigation Measure BIO-1, would
provide 276.10 acres of suitable habitatin a
configuration that preserves genetic exchange
and species viability.

California glossy snake
(Arizona elegans
occidentalis

None/SSC/None

2,072.47 acres; moderate
potential to occur

782.33

Potentially significant direct impacts to California
glossy snake would be reduced to less than
significant with implementation of the proposed
project's on-site Habitat Preserve, outlined in
Mitigation Measure BIO-1, would provide
1,263.65 acres of suitable habitatin a
configuration that preserves genetic exchange
and species viability.
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Table 4.3-8a. Direct Impacts to Special-Status Wildlife Species

WildlifeSpecies Regulatory Status: Suitable Habitat and
Common Name Federal/ Staferaft Sante¢ Occurrence in Project| Impact$(acrestcations for Covered Significance Determination and Mitigatic
(Scientific Name) MSCRsubarea Plan Ste Species) Measures
San Diegan tiger whiptail None/SSC/None 638.67 acres; two locations | 358.98 Potentially significant direct impacts to San
(Aspidoscelis tigris (pre-2016) Diegan tiger whiptail would be reduced to less
stejnegeri than significant with implementation of the
proposed project's on-site Habitat Preserve,
outlined in Mitigation Measure BIO-1, would
provide 276.10 acres of suitable habitat in a
configuration that preserves genetic exchange
and species viability.
Red diamondback None/SSC/None 2,331.42 acres; 9 locations | 923.30 Potentially significant direct impacts to red
rattiesnake (pre-2016) and 1 location diamondback rattlesnake would be reduced to
(Crotalus ruber (2016/2017) less than significant with implementation of the
proposed project’s on-site Habitat Preserve,
outlined in Mitigation Measure BIO-1, would
provide 1,371.31 acres of suitable habitat in a
configuration that preserves genetic exchange
and species viability.
Blainville’s horned lizard None/ SSC/Covered 2,309.77 acres; 24 922.90; 17 locations Potentially significant direct impacts to Blainville’s

(Phrynosoma blainvillii

locations (pre-2016) and 3
locations (2016/2017)

horned lizard would be reduced to less than
significant through the proposed project's on-site
Habitat Preserve outlined in Mitigation Measure
BIO-1, which would conserve 10 known locations
and provide 1,348.66 acres of suitable habitatin a
configuration that preserves genetic exchange
and species viability and through Mitigation
Measure BIO-2, which would restore 103.15
acres of temporary impacts to suitable habitat for
this species.
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Table 4.3-8a. Direct Impacts to Special-Status Wildlife Species

WildlifeSpecies Regulatory Status: Suitable Habitat and
Common Name Federal/ Staferaft Sante¢ Occurrence in Project| Impact$(acrestcations for Covered Significance Determination and Mitigatic
(Scientific Name) MSCRsubarea Plan Ste Species) Measures
Coronado Island skink None/ WL/None 2,110.08 acres; moderate 786.82 Potentially significant direct impacts to Coronado
(Plestiodon skiltonianus potential to occur Island skink would be reduced to less than
interparietglis significant through the proposed project's on-site
Habitat Preserve, outlined in Mitigation Measure
BIO-1, would provide 1,293.72 acres of suitable
habitat in a configuration that preserves genetic
exchange and species viability.
Belding's orange-throated None/SSC/Covered 2,102.10 acres; 48 784.78; 23 locations Potentially significant direct impacts to Belding’s
whiptail (Aspidoscelis locations (pre-2016; 1 off orange-throated whiptail would be reduced to less
hyperythraeldingi site) and 6 locations than significant through the proposed project's
(2016/2017) on-site Habitat Preserve outlined in Mitigation
Measure BIO-1, which would conserve 30 known
locations and provide 1,290.01 acres of suitable
habitat in a configuration that preserves genetic
exchange and species viability; and through
Mitigation Measure BIO-2, which would restore
91.10 acres of temporary impacts to suitable
habitat for this species.
Coast patch-nosed snake None/SSC/None 2,072.47 acres; moderate 782.33 Potentially significant direct impacts to coast
(Salvadora hexalepis potential to occur patch-nosed snake would be reduced to less than
virgultea significant through the proposed project's on-site
Habitat Preserve, outlined in Mitigation Measure
BIO-1, would provide 1,263.65 acres of suitable
habitat in a configuration that preserves genetic
exchange and species viability.
Two-striped garter snake None/SSC/None 18.66 acres; 1 location (pre- | 6.28 Potentially significant direct impacts to Two-

(Thamnophis hammpnd

2016)

striped garter snake would be reduced to less
than significant through the proposed project's
on-site Habitat Preserve, outlined in Mitigation
Measure BIO-1, would provide 9.94 acres of
suitable habitat in a configuration that preserves
genetic exchange and species viability.
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Birds

Cooper's hawk
(Accipiter cooperii
(nesting)

None/WL/None

34.41 acres nesting;
2,640.56 acres foraging; 12
locations (pre-2016; 1 off
site) and 4 locations
(2016/2017)

2.65 nesting; 1,056.61 foraging

Potentially significant impacts to Cooper's hawk
would be reduced to less than significant through
the proposed project's on-site Habitat Preserve,
outlined in Mitigation Measure BIO-1, which
would provide 28.87 acres of suitable nesting
habitat and 1,510.85 acres of suitable foraging
habitat in a configuration that preserves genetic
exchange and species viability; Mitigation
Measure BIO-14, which would require
preconstruction nesting bird surveys in suitable
habitat and appropriate buffers if active nests are
found; and through Mitigation Measure BIO-15,
which would restore temporary impacts in
wetland areas.

Southern California rufous-
crowned sparrow
(Aimophila ruficeps
canescens

None/WL/None

2,072.47 acres
nesting/foraging; 127
locations (pre-2016; 1 off
site) and 28 locations
(2016/2017)

782.33

Potentially significant impacts to Southem
California rufous-crowned sparrow would be
reduced o less than significant through the
proposed project's on-site Habitat Preserve,
outlined in Mitigation Measure BIO-1, which
would provide 1,263.65 acres of suitable nesting
and foraging habitat in a configuration that
preserves genetic exchange and species viability;
and through implementation of Mitigation
Measure BIO-14, which would require
preconstruction nesting bird surveys in suitable
habitat.
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Grasshopper sparrow None/SSC/None 552.11 acres 260.89 Potentially significant impacts to grasshopper
(Ammodramus nesting/foraging; 68 sparrow would be reduced to less than significant
savannarurfmesting) locations (pre-2016) and 19 through the proposed project’s on-site Habitat
locations (2016/2017) Preserve, outlined in Mitigation Measure BIO-1,
which would provide 272.71 acres of suitable
nesting and foraging habitat in a configuration that
preserves genetic exchange and species viability;
and through implementation of Mitigation
Measure BIO-14, which would require
preconstruction nesting bird surveys.
Golden eagle BCC/FP, WL/None 834.23 acres; 1 flyover 368.33 foraging The project site does not contain suitable nesting
(Aquila chrysaetos (pre-2016) habitat for golden eagle. Potential suitable
(nesting and wintering) foraging habitat does occur; however, the site is
unoccupied by golden eagles. The proposed
project's on-site Habitat Preserve, outlined in
Mitigation Measure BIO-1, would provide 442.46
acres of potential suitable foraging habitat that
would reduce potential impacts to this species to
less than significant.
Bell's sage sparrow BCC/WL/None 2,072.47 acres; 15 782.33 Potentially significant impacts to Bell's sage

(Artemisiospizalbbelli)

individuals (pre-2016)

sparrow would be reduced to less than significant
through the proposed project’s on-site Habitat
Preserve, outlined in Mitigation Measure BIO-1,
which would provide 1,263.65 acres of suitable
nesting habitat in a configuration that preserves
genetic exchange and species viability; and
through implementation of Mitigation Measure
BIO-14, which would require preconstruction
nesting bird surveys in suitable habitat.
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Long-eared owl (Asio otys

None/SSC/None

37.61 acres; 1 individual
(pre-2016)

449

Potentially significant impacts to long-eared owl
would be reduced to less than significant through
the proposed project’s on-site Habitat Preserve,
outlined in Mitigation Measure BIO-1, which
would provide 30.07 acres of suitable nesting
habitat in a configuration that preserves genetic
exchange and species viability; and through
implementation of Mitigation Measure BIO-14,
which would require preconstruction nesting bird
surveys in suitable habitat.

Oak titmouse (Baeolophus
inornatys

BCC/None/None

29.63 acres; 3 individuals
(pre-2016)

245

Potentially significant impacts to oak titmouse
would be reduced to less than significant through
the proposed project’s on-site Habitat Preserve,
outlined in Mitigation Measure BIO-1, which
would provide 26.36 acres of suitable habitat in a
configuration that preserves genetic exchange
and species viability; and through implementation
of Mitigation Measure BIO-14, which would
require preconstruction nesting bird surveys in
suitable habitat.

Coastal cactus wren
(Campylorhynchus
brunneicapillus
sandiegensis

None/SSC/Covered

0.99 acre; 5 clusters?

0.57; 3 clusters

Potentially significant impacts to coastal cactus
wren would be reduced to less than significant
through the proposed project’s on-site Habitat
Preserve outlined in Mitigation Measure BIO-1,
which would conserve 0.42 acre of suitable
habitat containing 2 coastal cactus wren clusters;
Mitigation Measure BIO-2, which would restore
0.02 acre of temporary impacts to cactus patch
areas; Mitigation Measure BIO-14, which would
require nesting bird surveys; Mitigation Measure
BIO-16, coastal cactus wren management plan;
and through Mitigation Measure BIO-9, which
would require planting of cactus patches along
brush management zones.
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Northern harrier
(Circus cyanéus

None/SCC/None

1,879.23 foraging; 6
individuals (pre-2016)

639.10

Northern harrier has low potential for nesting on
the project site due to lack of preferred nesting
habitat and lack of observations. The proposed
project's on-site Habitat Preserve, outlined in
Mitigation Measure BIO-1, would provide
1,199.13 acres of suitable foraging habitat in a
configuration that preserves genetic exchange
and species viability and would reduce potential
impacts to this species to less than significant.

Willow flycatcher
(Empidonax traillii

BCC/ SE/None

7.98 acres; one individual
observed but low potential
to nest

2.05

One willow flycatcher individual observed during
focused surveys on May 23, 2017. The individual
was not observed during subsequent visits and
assumed to be a migrant. Direct impacts to
nesting willow flycatchers are not expected.

Merlin (Falco columbayjius
Foraging/wintering habitat

None/WL/None

437.45 acres foraging;
observed during winter
months

213.71

Since Merlin does not breed in California, this
species does not have the potential to nest on the
project site. The proposed project’s on-site
Habitat Preserve, outlined in Mitigation Measure
BIO-1, would provide 207.88 acres of suitable
foraging or wintering habitat that would reduce
potential impacts to this species to less than
significant.

Prairie falcon (Falco
mexicanyis

BCC/ WL/None

420.90 acres; moderate
potential to forage

216.92

Suitable breeding habitat is not present on the
project site. The proposed project’s on-site
Habitat Preserve, outlined in Mitigation Measure
BIO-1, would provide 188.56 acres of suitable
foraging habitat that would reduce impacts to this
species to less than significant.
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American peregrine falcon | BCC/FP/None 8.52 acres foraging; 1 pre- | 2.19 Suitable breeding habitat is not present on the
(Falco peregrinus anatu 2016 observation and 2 project site. The proposed project’s on-site
observations during Habitat Preserve, outlined in Mitigation Measure
2016/2017 BIO-1, would provide 3.71 acres of suitable
foraging habitat that would reduce potential
impacts to American peregrine falcon to less than
significant.
Yellow-breasted chat None/SSC/None 36.75 acres; 2 pre-2016 3.68 Potentially significant impacts to yellow-breasted
(Icteria virehs observation and 1 chat would be reduced to less than significant
observation during through the proposed project’s on-site Habitat
2016/2017 Preserve outlined in Mitigation Measure BIO-1,
which would provide 30.03 acres of suitable
habitat in a configuration that preserves genetic
exchange and species viability; Mitigation
Measure BIO-14, which would require
preconstruction nesting bird surveys in suitable
habitat and appropriate buffers if active nests are
found; Mitigation Measure BIO-17, which would
remove brown-headed cowbirds from the project
site; and Mitigation Measure BIO-15, which would
restore temporary impacts in wetland areas.
Loggerhead shrike BCC/SSC/None 2,602.41 acres; 8 1,051.97 Potentially significant impacts to loggerhead

(Lanius ludoviciahus
(nesting)

individuals observed in
2015 and during previous
studies

shrike would be reduced to less than significant
through the proposed project’s on-site Habitat
Preserve, outlined in Mitigation Measure BIO-1,
would provide 1,480.78 acres of suitable habitat
in a configuration that preserves genetic
exchange and species viability. Potentially
significant impacts to nesting birds would be
reduced o less than significant through
implementation of Mitigation Measure BIO-14,
which would require preconstruction nesting bird
surveys in suitable habitat and appropriate buffers
if active nests are found.
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Osprey (Pandion haliagtu| None/WL/None N/A; observed in 2016, N/A No direct impacts are expected to osprey.
species has low potential to
nest or forage due to lack of
suitable habitat.
Coastal California FT/SSC/Covered 1,471.40 acres; 39 Use 427.85; 14 Use Areas Potentially significant impacts to coastal California
gnatcatcher Areasd gnatcatcher would be reduced to less than
(Polioptila californica significant through the proposed project’s on-site
californiga Habitat Preserve outlined in Mitigation Measure
BIO-1, which would conserve 1,017.61 acres of
suitable habitat containing 25 Use Areas? (64%
preserved); Mitigation Measure BIO-2, which
would restore 45.54 acres of temporary impacts
to suitable habitat areas; Mitigation Measure BIO-
14 which would require preconstruction nesting
bird surveys in suitable habitat; and through
Mitigation Measure BIO-17, which would remove
brown-headed cowbirds from the project site.
Rufous hummingpbird BCC/None/None 1,509.01 acres; one 432.34 Potentially significant impacts to Rufous
(Selasphorus rufus observation (2016/2017) hummingbird would be reduced to less than
significant through the proposed project's on-site
Habitat Preserve, outlined in Mitigation Measure
BIO-1, would provide 1,047.68 acres of suitable
foraging habitat in a configuration that preserves
species viability.
Brewer’s sparrow (Spizella | BCC/None/None 2,072.47 acres; one 782.33 Potentially significant impacts to Brewer's sparrow
breweyi observation (2016/2017) would be reduced to less than significant through
the proposed project's on-site Habitat Preserve,
outlined in Mitigation Measure BIO-1, would
provide 1,263.65 acres of suitable habitat in a
configuration that preserves species viability.
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Yellow warbler (Setophagal
petechia

BCC/SSC/None

36.75 acres; 3 locations (in
both 2016 and 1997)

3.68

Potentially significant impacts to yellow warbler
would be reduced to less than significant through
the proposed project’s on-site Habitat Preserve
outlined in Mitigation Measure BIO-1, which
would provide 30.03 acres of suitable nesting
habitat in a configuration that preserves genetic
exchange and species viability; through
implementation of Mitigation Measure BIO-14,
which would require preconstruction nesting bird
surveys in suitable habitat and appropriate buffers
if active nests are found; Mitigation Measure BIO-
17, which would remove brown-headed cowbirds
from the project site; and Mitigation Measure BIO-
15, which would restore temporary impacts in
wetland areas.

Least Bell's vireo (Vireo
bellii pusillus

FE/SE/Covered

7.98 acres; three
individuals?

2.05; two individuals

One pair of Least Bell's vireo was observed within
coastal sage scrub/chaparral during the 2016
focused survey; however, the pair disbanded and
no nesting least Bell's vireo were observed during
focused surveys. The individual observed during
the 1997 survey is located within riparian habitat
within the Habitat Preserve. Impacts to suitable
nesting habitat would be reduced to less than
significant through the proposed project’s on-site
Habitat Preserve outlined in Mitigation Measure
BIO-1, which would conserve 3.71 acres of
suitable habitat (46% preserved); Mitigation
Measure BIO-14, which would require
preconstruction nesting bird surveys in suitable
habitat; Mitigation Measure BIO-17, which would
remove brown-headed cowbirds from the project
site; and Mitigation Measure BIO-15, which would
restore 0.46 acres of temporary impacts in
suitable wetland habitat areas.
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White-tailed kite (Elanus None/FP/None 2,029.58 acres foraging; 4 | 698.17 This species is unlikely to nest on the project site.
leucurys observations pre-2016 The proposed project’s on-site Habitat Preserve,
outlined in Mitigation Measure BIO-1, would
provide 1,261.09 acres of suitable foraging
habitat in a configuration that preserves species
viability and would reduce impacts to white-tailed
kite to less than significant.
California horned lark None/WL/ None 527.92 acres foraging; 267.71 Potentially significant impacts to California horned
(Eremophila alpestris g prevalent within project site lark would be reduced to less than significant
through the proposed project’s on-site Habitat
Preserve, outlined in Mitigation Measure BIO-1,
which would provide 217.06 acres of suitable
foraging habitat in a configuration that preserves
species viability.
Mammals
pallid bat None /SSC/None 2,657.30 acres; acoustically | 1,062.41 Potentially significant impacts to pallid bat would
(Antrozous palliflus detected be reduced to less than significant through the
proposed project's on-site Habitat Preserve,
outlined in Mitigation Measure BIO-1, would
provide 1,517.69 acres of suitable habitatin a
configuration that preserves genetic exchange
and species viability.
Dulzura pocket mouse None/SSC/None 2,630.02 acres; moderate 1,052.48 Potentially significant impacts to Dulzura pocket
(Chaetodipus californicu potential to occur mouse would be reduced to less than significant
femoraljs through the proposed project’s on-site Habitat
Preserve, outlined in Mitigation Measure BIO-1,
would provide 1,507.06 acres of suitable habitat
in a configuration that preserves genetic
exchange and species viability.
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Townsend’s big-eared bat | None/SSC/None 2,657.30 acres; acoustically | 1,062.41 Potentially significant impacts to Townsend's big-
(Corynorhinus townsgnc detected eared bat would be reduced to less than
foraging habitat significant through the proposed project's on-site
Habitat Preserve, outlined in Mitigation Measure
BIO-1, would provide 1,517.69 acres of suitable
habitat in a configuration that preserves genetic
exchange and species viability.
Western mastiff bat None/SSC/None 2,657.30 acres; moderate 1,062.41 Potentially significant impacts to western mastiff
(Eumops petis potential to occur bat would be reduced to less than significant
californiciis through the proposed project’s on-site Habitat
Preserve, outlined in Mitigation Measure BIO-1,
would provide 1,517.69 acres of suitable habitat
in a configuration that preserves genetic
exchange and species viability and would reduce
impacts to this species to less than significant.
Western red bat (Lasiurus | None/SSC/None 2,657.30 acres; acoustically | 1,062.41 Potentially significant impacts to Western red bat
blossevillii detected would be reduced to less than significant through
the proposed project's on-site Habitat Preserve,
outlined in Mitigation Measure BIO-1, would
provide 1,517.69 acres of suitable habitat in a
configuration that preserves genetic exchange
and species viability.
Western yellow bat None/SSC/None 2,657.30 acres; acoustically | 1,062.41 Potentially significant impacts to Western yellow
(Lasiurus xanthipus detected bat would be reduced to less than significant
foraging habitat through the proposed project’s on-site Habitat
Preserve, outlined in Mitigation Measure BIO-1,
would provide 1,517.69 acres of suitable habitat
in a configuration that preserves genetic
exchange and species viability.
Draft Revised EIR 4.3-60 May 2020

Fanita Ranch Project



BE : :
&5 Harris & Associates

Section 4.3: Biological Resources

Table 4.3-8a. Direct Impacts to Special-Status Wildlife Species

WildlifeSpecies Regulatory Status: Suitable Habitat and
Common Name Federal/ Staferaft Sante¢ Occurrence in Project| Impact$(acrestcations for Covered Significance Determination and Mitigatic
(Scientific Name) MSCRsubarea Plan Ste Species) Measures
Long-eared myotis (Myotis | None/SSC/None 2,657.30 acres; moderate 1,062.41 Potentially significant impacts to long-eared
evotisforaging habitat potential to occur myotis would be reduced to less than significant
through the proposed project’s on-site Habitat
Preserve, outlined in Mitigation Measure BIO-1,
would provide 1,517.69 acres of suitable habitat
in a configuration that preserves genetic
exchange and species viability.
Western small-footed None/None/None 2,657.30 acres; acoustically | 1,062.41 Potentially significant impacts to Western small-
myotis (Myotis ciliolalor) detected footed myotis would be reduced to less than
foraging habitat significant through the proposed project's on-site
Habitat Preserve, outlined in Mitigation Measure
BIO-1, would provide 1,517.69acres of suitable
habitat in a configuration that preserves genetic
exchange and species viability.
Yuma myotis None/None/None 2,657.30 acres; acoustically | 1,062.41 Potentially significant impacts to Yuma myotis
(Myotis yumanensis detected would be reduced to less than significant through
the proposed project's on-site Habitat Preserve,
outlined in Mitigation Measure BIO-1, would
provide 1,517.69 acres of suitable habitat in a
configuration that preserves genetic exchange
and species viability.
Pocketed free-tailed bat None/SSC/None 2,657.30 acres; acoustically | 1,062.41 Potentially significant impacts to pocketed free-
(Nyctinomops detected tailed bat would be reduced to less than
femorosaccfsraging significant through the proposed project's on-site
habitat Habitat Preserve, outlined in Mitigation Measure
BIO-1, would provide 1,517.69 acres of suitable
habitat in a configuration that preserves genetic
exchange and species viability.
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Big free-tailed bat None/SSC/None 2,657.30 acres; moderate 1,062.41 Potentially significant impacts to big free-tailed bat
(Nyctinomops macyotis potential to occur would be reduced to less than significant through
the proposed project’s on-site Habitat Preserve,
outlined in Mitigation Measure BIO-1, would
provide 1,517.69 acres of suitable habitat in a
configuration that preserves genetic exchange
and species viability.
San Diego black-tailed None/SSC/None 2,630.02 acres; prevalent 1,052.48 Potentially significant impacts to San Diego black-
jackrabbit within project site tailed jackrabbit would be reduced to less than
(Lepus californicus significant through the proposed project's on-site
bennetfii Habitat Preserve, outlined in Mitigation Measure
BIO-1, would provide 1,507.06 acres of suitable
habitat in a configuration that preserves genetic
exchange and species viability.
Northwestern San Diego None/SSC/None 2,479.75 acres; prevalent 993.44 Potentially significant impacts to Northwestem
pocket mouse within project site San Diego pocket mouse would be reduced to
(Chaetodipus fallax falla less than significant through the proposed
project’s on-site Habitat Preserve, outliined in
Mitigation Measure BIO-1, would provide
1,445.16 acres of suitable habitat in a
configuration that preserves genetic exchange
and species viability.
San Diego desert woodrat | None/SSC/None 2,072.47 acres; prevalent 782.33 Potentially significant impacts to San Diego desert
(Neotoma lepida within project site woodrat would be reduced to less than significant
intermedia through the proposed project’s on-site Habitat
Preserve, outlined in Mitigation Measure BIO-1,
would provide 1,263.65 acres of suitable habitat
in a configuration that preserves genetic
exchange and species viability.
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Invertebrates
San Diego fairy shrimp FE/None/Covered 242 potential features; 72 34 occupied features impacted (33 on site | Potentially significant impacts to 34 features
(Branchinecta occupied features’ and 1 off site). occupied by San Diego fairy shrimp, an MSCP
sandiegonensis) Covered Species, would be significant absent
mitigation. Impacts to San Diego fairy shrimp
would be reduced to less than significant through
Mitigation Measure BIO-12, which would require
a Vemal Pool Mitigation Plan for enhancing and
restoring 0.50 acre of vernal pool resources, and
through the preservation of 38 occupied features
(Mitigation Measure BIO-1).
Quino checkerspot butterfly | FE/None/Covered 1,724.71 acres of potential | 581.39 acres of potential suitable habitat Suitable habitat associated with this covered

(Euphydryas editha quino) habitat based on the 2009 | (2009 model), 396.53 acres of potential Quino checkerspot butterfly would be directly
extrapolation model,8 suitable habitat (1-kilometer model), or impacted by project implementation. However,
634.55 acresbased onthe | 3.82 acres of potential suitable habitat (1- | the 2016 focused surveys for this species were
1-kilometer model (all kilometer model excluding the 2005 negative. The 2009 model (581.39 acres) was
locations),® and 11.21 acres | location). See Figures 4.3-6a through 4.3- | used to determine significance for this species.
based on the 1-kilometer 6¢ and Table 4.3-8b for Quino checkerspot | Impacts would be reduced to less than significant
model (excluding the 2005 | butterfly impact summary. through the proposed project’s on-site Habitat
location); 1 individual from Preserve outlined in Mitigation Measure BIO-1,
2005 (not observed during which would conserve 1,096.57 acres of suitable
focused surveys in 2016 habitat; and Mitigation Measure BIO-18, which
would restore/enhance suitable habitat within
temporary impact areas and through habitat
management, including success criteria,
specifically for this species.
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Hermes copper butterfly FC/ None/Covered 148.44 acres;"atotal of 3 | 52.98 acres of suitable habitat; 1 historical | Suitable habitat associated with this covered
(Lycaena hermes) individuals (1 individual per | location (2004). See Figure 4.3-7 and Hermes copper butterfly would be directly

survey year) were observed
in 2003, 2004, and 2005

Table 4.3-8c for Hermes copper butterfly impacted by project implementation. However,

(not observed during
focused surveys in 2016)

impact summary.

the 2016 focused surveys for this species were
negative. Impacts are based on the 2004 survey
and 2014 and 2016 host plant mapping. Impacts

would be reduced to less than significant through
the proposed project's on-site Habitat Preserve
outlined in Mitigation Measure BIO-1 and
Mitigation Measure BIO-18, which would
conserve 94.77 acres of potential suitable habitat
containing two historical locations.

Notes: MSCP = Multiple Species Conservation Program.
1 Impacts include permanent, temporary, and proposed trails unless otherwise noted.
2 Mitigation Measures referred to as “MM” throughout table.

3 The following criteria was used for western spadefoot habitat modeling: within 984 feet of an occupied features, within vernal pool, non-native grassland, native grassland, or coastal
sage scrub, and less than 20 percent slope. Based on occupied features rather than number of records/individuals. Number of occupied features for western spadefoot includes
those recorded in 2004, 2005, 2016, and 2017.

The habitat for historical occurrences of coastal cactus wren burned and is in the process of recovery. Five clusters of coastal cactus wrens were observed during surveys in 2017.
Clusters rather than individual records were considered for impacts given the localized groups that this species occurs in.

Based on Use Areas documented during 2016 focused surveys. With the exception of one Use Area (impacts are less than 1 acre), only Use Areas 100 percent within the Habitat
Preserve are considered preserved. Proposed trails are not considered impacts to Use Areas within the Habitat Preserve.

Records for least Bell’s vireo include one from 1997 and a single pair from 2016.

Number of San Diego fairy shrimp includes features that had immature or female brachiopods that could not be identified to species and is based on the protocol-level survey results
from 2004, 2004/2005, and 2015/2016.

The model includes areas within 656 feet of mapped host plants within coastal scrub, grassland, vernal pools, disturbed habitat, and non-native vegetation.

This model includes all suitable habitat (i.e., coastal scrub, grassland, vernal pools, and disturbed habitat) within a 1-kilometer buffer around all known Quino checkerspot
observations that overlap the project site.

10 This model includes all suitable habitat (i.e., coastal scrub, grassland, vernal pools, and disturbed habitat) within a 1-kilometer buffer around known Quino checkerspot observations
(excluding the 2005 on-site observation) that overlap the project site.

11 Suitable habitat for Hermes copper butterfly based on presence of redberry buckthorn (Rhamnus crocea) within 15 feet of California buckwheat.
Status Legend

FE: Federally Endangered

FT: Federally Threatened

FC: Federal Candidate
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BCC: U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service Bird of Conservation Concern
SSC: California Species of Special Concern

FP: California Fully Protected Species

WL: California Watch List Species

SE: State Endangered

ST: State Threatened

MSCP: Draft Santee MSCP Subarea Plan (City of Santee 2018)
Covered: Draft Santee MSCP Subarea Plan Covered Species

Table 4.3-8b. Quino Checkerspot Butterfly Impact Summary

Suitable Habitat and Occurrence in Project Site Impacts$ (acres/locations)
9 Figure 4.3-6a: 1,724.71 acres of potential habitat based on the 2009 1 Figure 4.3-6a: 581.39 acres of potential suitable habitat (2009 model)
extrapolation model?2 1  Figure 4.3-6b: 396.53 acres of potential suitable habitat (1-kilometer model)
9 Figure 4.3-6b: 634.55 acres based on the 1-kilometer model (all locations)3 9 Figure 4.3-6¢: 3.82 acres of potential suitable habitat (1-kilometer model
9 Figure 4.3-6¢: 11.21 acres based on the 1-kilometer model (excluding the excluding the 2005 location)
2005 location)* 9 Noimpacts to observation locations®
1 1individual from 2005 (not observed during focused surveys in 2016)

Notes:

1 Impacts include permanent, temporary, and proposed trails.

2 The model includes areas within 656 feet (200 meters) of mapped host plants within coastal scrub, grassland, vernal pools, and disturbed habitat.

3 This model includes all suitable habitat (i.e., coastal scrub, grassland, vernal pools, and disturbed habitat) within a 1-kilometer buffer around all known Quino checkerspot observations that overlap
the project site.

4 This model includes all suitable habitat (i.e., coastal scrub, grassland, vernal pools, and disturbed habitat) within a 1-kilometer buffer around known Quino checkerspot observations that overlap
the project site (excluding the 2005 on-site observation).

5 The one observation on the project site from 2005 is located within an impact neutral area and will not be impacted by the proposed project.

Table 4.3-8c. Hermes Copper Butterfly Impact Summary

Suitable Habitat and Occurrence in Project Site Impacts$ (acres/locations)
9 Figure 4.3-7: 148.44 acres? 1 52.98 acres of suitable habitat
1 Atotal of 3 individuals (1 individual per survey year) were observed in 2003, 1 1 historic location (2004)
2004, and 2005 (not observed during focused surveys in 2016)

Notes:
1 Impacts include permanent, temporary, and proposed trails unless otherwise noted.
2 Suitable habitat for Hermes copper butterfly based on presence of redberry buckthorn within 15 feet of California buckwheat.
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Indirect Impacts. Temporaryconstructioarelated indirect impacts to wildlife generally include
noise, vibration, ligting, increased human activity, hydrologic and water quality (e.g., chemical
pollution, increased turbidity, excessive sedimentation, flow interruptions, and changes in water
temperature), and trash and garbage, which can attract predators, such asnrAcress,
common ravens, and coyotes, and mesopredators, such as raccoons and stripdeleskuankant
developmentelated indirect impacts to wildlife generally include noise, lighting, increased
predation or harassment by pet, stray, and feral catsl@gsl as well as other mesopredators,
invasion by exotic wildlife species, pesticide use, altered fire regimes, and increased roadkill.
These temporary constructioelated and permanent developmeziated impacts would have a
significant impact on the spial-status wildlife species identified in Table 463

Due to the probable increase in manicured lawns and decrease in overall open space, there may be
increased parasitism of native birds by brewaaded cowbirdsMolothrus ate}. Parasitism to

shrub netng bird species would be a significant indireermanentmpact. Implementation of

the proposed project would result in potentially significant impaatesting birds

Permanentindirect impacts to speciatatus wildlife species could occur from Ang@e ants.
Argentine ants are known to displace native insects that are the main prey base for many special
status wildlife species and possibly help promote otheradine invertebrates such as earwigs

and sowbugs, which could affect the Quino chegiarbutterfly.

Western spadefoot and San Diego fairy shrimp are generally vulnerable to exotic wildlife
(including African clawed frog) and disease (e.g., viruses and chytridiomycosis caused by the
chytrid fungus). The lower seasonal basins in the wegtertion ofthe project sittypically
adjacent taGoodan Ranch/Sycamore Canyon Courityservisupport predatory African clawed
frogs. This species could have a negapgemaneneffect on remaining San Diego fairy shrimp,
western spadefoot, and othatine amphibians that use the basins as breeding resourcesuthd

also have a negative effect on the success of created baswisich they could invade.
Implementation of the proposed project would result in potentially significant indirect impacts to
western spadefoot and San Diego fairy shrimp.

Project construction could result iamporaryconstruction angrermanentievelopmentelated
indirect impacts to individualeind suitable habitat for reptile species and small mammals.
Implementation of thermpposed project would result in potentially significant impactsptecial
status reptiles and small mammal species.

In addition to general temporary constructiefated and permanent developmesiated indirect
effects to host plants on site (e.g., dustmpling, nomative species), the Quino checkerspot
butterfly and Hermes copper butterfly are vulnerable to pesticides that could kill individuals and
wildfire that could eliminate host plants and kill individuals, including adults and larvae. Adult
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butterflies also would be at risk of habitat fragmentation, isolation and vehicle collisions when
dispersing. Wildfires may result in loss of habitat for these species as Windiefore,
implementation of the proposed project waalsbresult in potentiaif significantindirectimpacts

to Quino checkerspot butterfly and Hermes copper butterfly.

Permanent developmeng¢lated indirect impacts may occur to grasshopper sparrow from altered
fire regimes. The grasshopper sparrow prefers fairly continuous grhggeeferably native
grasslands) for foraging and nesting with occasional taller grasses, forbs, or shrubs for song
perches. The reduction or elimination of wildfires the projectsite could cause the annual
grassland habitat to permanently revert bazksdrub habitat and contribute to a potentially
significant impact to the grasshopper sparrow.

Mitigation Measures
Sensitive Plant Species

The proposed projegtould result indirect impacts to covered speesshtus plant specigscludng

San Diego goldnstar, variegated dudleya, San Diego barrel cactus, and willowy monardella.
Permanent and temporary impattsthese speciesn both on and ofsite areas, are considered
significant and would be reduced to less than significant with implementatioitigdittdn Measure

BIO-1 andBIO-2. The Preserve Management Pladdresses potential indirect impacts to sensitive

plant species from soil erosion, litter, fire, and hydrologic changes occurring within the Habitat
Preserve Nlitigation MeasureBIO-1). Implementation ofMitigation Measures BI€l and BIO2

would preserve or restoensitive vegetation communities that provaditable habitat for these
species and provide translocation for certain species. For the purposes of this analysis, it is assumed
thatthis is aDraft Santee MSCP Subarea P@overed Projecand that impacts to covered narrow
endemic species are subject to the narrow endemic species policy identified in the Draft Santee MSCP
Subarea Planncluded in thgoroposed projecs Mitigation Measure BIEB thatrequires 10@ercent
conservation within open space (i.e., hardline preserve) angdef&ntconservation through
translocation within permanent impact (itakeauthorized) area®irect impacts to the necovered

CRPR 1B speciesCodaltr 6 s sal t bush woul d al spantfpeiespalidyj ect t
(Mitigation Measurd310-3). Direct impacts to Engelmann oélk/e individuals)would be reduced to

aless than significamével throughMitigation Measurd3lO-4, which would relantseedlingoak trees

at a 3:1 ratio according to the Draft Santee MSCP Subarea Plan.

Application of Mitigation MeasueBIO-5 through BIO-7 would reduceindirect impactsto
speciaistatus plant speci¢s alessthan significantevel throughpreparinga SWPPPconducting
preconstruction surveyandimplementingstandardest management praagand requirements
that address erosion and runoff, including the construcélated minimization measures required
by the MSCP, feder&lean Water ActandNPDES
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Mitigation MeasureBIO-9 would reducepermanenindirect impacts to speciaskatus plants by
planting cactus species in brush management zones, temporary impactantedsetween
roadways and open space to help protect against incursions by dopetsti children, or
recreationists. Additionallyiitigation MeasureBIO-10 would require that alherbicides used
during landscaping activities be contained withinghegposed projebt snpact footprit and weed
control treatments include all legallyrp@tted chemical, manual, and mechanical methods applied
with the authorization of the Cotynagriculture commissionetmplementation ofMitigation
MeasureBIO-11 would establishantrol measurefor, and quarterly monitoring pArgentine ants
along theconstructioiiHabitat Preserve inteaateto reduce impacts to native args that the
impact to speciastatus plant species would less than significant.

Implementation oMitigation Measure810-1 through BIG11 would reduce direcand indirect
permanehand temporary impacts to sensitive plant species to below a level of significance.

The mitigation measures are as follows:

BIO-1: Preserve Management Plan. Within the onsite Habitat Preseryethe applicanshall
preservan perpetuitya total of 1,68.38 acresof on-site Multiple Species Conservation
Programopen spaceéncluding 1,518.50 acres within the Habitat Preserve (including
1,448.84acres ofkensitiveupland habitad), 10.52acres of proposed trail6,88 acres of
San Diego Gas & Electric accesgoad and 11447 acres of orsite temporary impacts
that shall becomepart of the Habitat Presenance restored (seeifijation Measure
BI10-2, UplandRestoratiorPlar). Preservation of osite open space requénecordation
of a Habitat Preserveconserviion easementand in-perpetuity manageent by the
Preserve Managen accordance with &reserveManagement Plarwhich would be
funded by an endowment or other acceptable permanent funding mechahism.
PreserveManagement Plaicludes a combinationof active and passive restoration
prograns to gradually increase biological resources within open space areas through
periodic treatments, mainly involving seed application on a landscape level combined
with weed control activities.

An example diagranof a PreserveManagement Plams includedin the Biological
Resources Repofor the Fanita Ranch Proje¢Appendix D) Figure 6-1, Potential
Restoration Treatment Areaand an example diagram of the rotational hexagonal
treatment areass includedas Figure &, Habitat Treatment Areafut the actual
distribution of restoration and lortgrm treatment blockshall be proposed in the
PreservéManagement Plaand the restoration plan&s shownin Appendix D Figure

6-2, Conceptual Habitat Treatment Areéise Habitat Preserve was divided into Zene

A and B. Zone A includes areas that will receive treatment on a rotational basis, whereas
Zone B will receive aseeded treatment since this area of the Habitat Preserve is more
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intactthan in Zone AEach hexagon igpproximately 12 acres and numbered 1 through

8, which represents the year that treatment activities will take place within that hexagon.
This would be separate from the treatments occurring from restoration activities
associated with theroposegr o j sdempodary impact§ome of these treatmerstsall

be directed to increase biological resources for speCificeredSpecies such as Quino
checkerspot butterfly, Hermes copper butterttpastal California gnatcatcher, and
coastal cactus wren. It is anpated that gradual habitat enhancemetizll focus on
mapped disturbed habitat and mapped disturbed native vegetation communities such as
coastal sage scrub and esllgrasslands. ThereserveManagement Plaaddressethe
salvage of individual plants a&fensitive species from the project development impact
footprint prior to construction and translocation into open space areas.

As outlined in thePreserve Management Plékppendix P of theBiological Resources
TechnicalReport for the Fanita Ranch Preie at a minimumthe Preserve Management
Planaddressslongterm permanently fundeshanagement for the esite open space that
accomplishes the goal of maintaining appropriate, -lagbe native plant communities
throughout theHabitat PreserveThe Preserve Management Pladdresessmanagement

and monitoring of vegetation communities through specific minimum survey and
management requirementdultiple Species Conservation Progrdenel monitoring is

the responsibility of the Citpf Santeeor designee The Preserve Management Plan
discuses appropriatesignage andencing to protect certain sensitive resouydegsh
receptacle placement, and bicyelecess andpeed limits in the Habitat Preseniéhe
Preserve Management Plaiso designateand desdbes all permitted land uses and
activities (e.g., trails and utilities) in the open space area and how impacts to preserved
vegetation communitieshallbe avoided and minimized. TiReeserve Management Plan
includes long-term management and monitoring aseires for four covered plant species
(variegated dudleya, San Diego goldenstar, willowy monardella, and San Diego barrel
cactus) and one sensitive plant species (C
their longterm viability.

As identified h Table 4.29, temporary impacts to 146 acres (including onand off

site areas) of sensitive upland vegetation communities are expected with project
implementationAll on-site temporary impacts, totaling4.47 acresshallbecome part

of the HabitafPreserve once restordadcluding 110.59 acres oh-site sensitive upland
vegetation communities
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Table 4.3-9. Restoration Requirement for Temporary Impacts to
Sensitive Upland Vegetation Communities

Temporary| Temporary TotalRestoration
Impacts Impacts | Mitigation Ratiq  Requirement
Vegetation Community (On Site) | (Off Site) 1 (Acres)
Scrub and Chaparral
Diegan Coastal Sage Scrub 33.09 1.33 1:1 34.42
Diegan Coastal Sage Scrub (Disturbed) 4.20 3.28 1:1 7.48
Diegan Coastal Sage Scrub/Valley Needlegrass 0.50 0.09 1:1 0.60
Grassland
Diegan Coastal Sage Scrub/Valley Needlegrass 1.48 0.94 1:1 2.41
Grassland (Disturbed)
Diegan Coastal Sage Scrub-Baccharis-dominated 0.62 — 1:1 0.62
Granitic Southern Mixed Chaparral 45,53 — 1:1 45.53
Scrub and ChaparrabtSth 8543 5.64 o} 9107
Grasslands, Vernal Pools, Meadows, and Other Herb Communities

Valley Needlegrass Grassland 7.92 — 2:1 15.85
Valley Needlegrass Grassland (Disturbed) 5.84 — 2:1 11.68
Non-Native Grassland 11.40 0.21 1:1 11.61
Grasslands Sulatiot 25.16 0.21 o} 3914
Total Acreage 11059 5.86 — 13021

1 Mitigation ratios are based on Table 5-14 in the Draft Santee MSCP Subarea Plan (City of Santee 2018).
2Totals may not sum due to rounding.

BIO-2: Upland Restoration Plan. Temporary impacts teensitive upland vegetation communities
occurring in both onand offsite improvementareas are anticipated tequire atotal of
13021 acresof restoration Temporary impactshallrequire restoration iplace A 1:1 ratio

of in-place restoration fomipacts to native grassland areas (i.e., valley and needlegrass
grasslandincluding disturbe}), in addition to a 1:1 ratio of preservation and/or creation of
native grassland within the Habitat Presemeuld satisfy the 2:1 mitigation ratio for
impactsto native grassland outlined in Tablel in the Draft SanteMultiple Species
Conservation Prograubarea PlarRestoration and creation of native grassland will have

the added benefit of increasing suitable habitat for grasshopper sparrow.

Temporary impact areashallbe restored to the appropriate native vegetation community
type. In order to determine the appropriate restored habitdtlplaad Restoratioflan
includes an evaluation of restoration suitability specific to proposed vegetation sgles,
preparation, plant palettes, irrigation, erosion control, maintenance and monitoring
program, and success criteria. All arshallbe monitored for a minimum & years to
maximize the likelihood of establishment of intended plant communities. pfakary

impact areas are not considered appropriate for restoration of the sensitive native plant
community that originally was mapped in that area, these areas shall be considered
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B1O-3:

permanently impacted and mitigated in conformance muitlgation ratiofor permanent
impacts to sensitive upland vegetation commungigeutlined inMitigation Measure
BIO-1, Presere Management Plaithere is currently a surplus of approximatefp 51
acres in the Habitat Preserve that would be available to accommodatadt&smal
impacts if deemed necessafe Upland Restoration Plan is includasl Appendix Qn
theBiological Resources Repddr the Fanita Ranch Project

Narrow Endemic Plant Species. Mitigation requirements for impacts to speesthtus

plart species proposed under the Draft SaiMediple Species Conservation Program
(MSCP Subarea Plashall seek to establish adequate preservation of the species to
ensure longerm population stability. The narrow endemic species policy identified in

the Draft Santee MSCP Subarea Plan requiresgg@entconservation in open space

(i.e., hardline preserve) and pércentconservation through translocation in permanent
impact (i.e., takeuthorized) areaBased on the current project impacts, two special

st atus pl ant speci es (Coul t er Oskall regailet b us h
translocation of individuals and/or planting to meet the&@entconservation in take
authorized areaonservatonoffoul t er 6 s s al t Caverdd,Speaigdst hou g
shall be treated in a manner consistent with the narrow endemic policy of the Draft Santee
MSCP Subarea Plan. Implementation of this policy ensures adequate conservation of
each species in the subaread regionally in the MSCP Plan areditigation
requiraments are summarized in Talls-10.
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Table 4.3-10. Mitigation Requirements for Impacts to Sensitive Plant Species

_ Individuals
SpeciesStatus Individwals Needed to Mesg
(Federal/State/CNP Impacted Habitat Preerve the 80% Translocation
Draft Santee Total (Percent Individuals (Percen{ Conservation | Requirement
MSCP Subarea Plal Individuals Impacted) Conserved) Requirement | (Individuals)
Coulter’s saltbush 65 15 (23%) 50" (77%) 52 2
(Atriplex coultgri
None/None/1B.2/None
San Diego goldenstar 18,318 7,964 (44%) 10,354 (56%) 14,654 4,300
(Bloaneria
clevelandhi
None/None/1B.1/Cover
ed
Variegated dudleya 8,942 786 (9%) 8,156 (91%) 7,154 0
(Dudleya varieggta
None/None/1B.2/Cover
ed NE
San Diego barrel 4,856 585 (12%) 4,270 (88%) 3,885 0
cactus (Ferocactus
viridescens
None/None/2B.1/Cover
ed
Willowy monardella 1,622 1" (<1%) 1,621 (99%) 1,298 0
(Monardella vimihea
FE/CE/1B.1/Covered

Notes: CNPS = California Native Plant Society; MSCP = Multiple Species Conservation Program.

' The number of individuals proposed for translocation is the minimum needed to meet 80 percent preservation. It is likely that more individuals
will be translocated to ensure translocation success.

2 Species that require translocation to meet 80 percent preservation.

3 This species meets the 80 percent preservation; however, individuals occurring within the impact area will be targeted for collection and
translocation.
It should be noted that these individuals do not occur with the Habitat Preserve. However, since they occur in the impact neutral area and
will not be impacted with project implementation, they are considered preserved.
All impacts to the 49 individuals occurring along existing retained trails and adjacent to proposed trail creation areas would be avoided
through the maintenance and management of trails as outlined in the Public Access Plan (Appendix D).

Status Legend

Federal

FE: Federally listed as endangered.

State

CE: State-listed as endangered.

CRPR: California Rare Plant [Rexmkously known as@hPS List)

1B: Plants rare, threatened, or endangered in California and elsewhere

2B: Plants rare, threatened, or endangered in California, but more common elsewhere

4: Plants of limited distribution — a watch list

Threat Rank
.1 Seriously threatened in California (over 80 percent of occurrences threatened/high degree and immediacy of threat)
.2 — Fairly threatened in California (20-80 percent occurrences threatened/moderate degree and immediacy of threat)

Draft Santee MSCP Subarea @éy of Santee 28)

Covered: Draft Santee MSCP Subarea Plan Covered Species
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Coul t er 6and SamaDiggdgoldehstar require translocation or planting of impacted
populations in order to adequately mitigate project impacts. Translocaguires
evaluation of the donaite for suitability of translocation method and of the receptor site
for suitability of sustaining Coul ter 6s
translocation programs detailed in the Upland RestorationPlan and Preserve
Management Plarand will be integrated with the overall uplands and wetlands
restoration of th@roject site

Therareplant mitigation component of the Upland Restorat®lan discusssappropriate
methods for plant salvage and/or growing and planting; in general, the impaatétipop

of the sensitive plarghallbe targeted for salvage and translocation in order to meet the 80
percentminimum translocation survival rate. Where this is not feasible, germination and
growing of appropriate genetic stogikalloccur and be plantezh site in suitable receptor
sites.Success of the translocation programthe receptor sites such that the plant and
acreage goals as required in Tah210are established shall be measured through 5 years
of monitoring and annual reporting to Géy of Santee

BIO-4: Oak Tree Restoration. Impacts to5 individual Engelmann oak treesd 17 individual
oak trees in the coast live oak woodland vegetation commsiniybe mitigated at a
ratio of 3:1; that isthreeestablished sleevazed seedlings foeach mature trgge., oak
trees with at leaginetrunk of &inch or more diameter at breast height or rrmlthked
native oak trees with aggregate diameter ointh diameter at breast heighto be
impacted by the@roposedoroject. Therefore, a tatl of 66 oak trees shall be planted to
meet the 3:1 mitigation ratio requireme@ak tree estorationshall be included as a
component of the Wetland Mitigatidan(included in the Biological Resources Report
for the Fanita Ranch Project as AppendixaBjishallbe prepared prior to issuance of
grading permits with review and approval by the GitypanteeTheoak tree estoration
component of the Wetland MitigatidPlan shall be used to guide the oak restoration
effort. Replantingshall occur in the geeral areas where grasslands occur adjacent to
existing oak trees anghall be conducted by a Citgf Santeeapproved contractor.
A Est ab shalldd defineéd as 5 years of sustained life without the assistance of
irrigation and growth rates that are ganto those of naturally occurring reference oak
trees. In the event thiee s t a bslccesdretati® cannot be achieved, the applicant and
the City of Santeeshall jointly agree on the implementation of remedial measures to
mitigate for impacts to indidual oak trees.

BIO-5: Preconstruction Surveys and Avoidance and Minimization Measures for Special-
Status Plant Species. Within the 13.44 acres obff-site impact areas not previously
surveyedalong Magnolia Avenueand prior to the commencement of ceustion
activities in suitable habitat, a manstructionsurvey shall be conducted in suitable
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habitat, determined by the project biologist, to determine whether sgéatias plants
are present in the construction zone or within 50 feet of the constrazcne boundary.
Focused surveys for specihtus plant species shall be conducted by a qualified
biologist according to the dlifornia Native Plant Society Botanical Survey Guidelines
Protocols for Surveying and Evaluating Impacts to Sp&tatbidNative Populations and
Natural Communitiesand U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service General Rare Plant Survey
Guidelines. The peonstructionsurvey shall be conducted during a period when the
target species would be observable and identifiable (e.g., bloomiigggor annuals).
The target species list will include all species obseoretthe project site and those that
have a high to moderate potential to occur in the construction zone or within 50 feet of
the construction zone.

Avoidance, Minimization, and Mitigation Measures

If any covered narrow endemic plant species are detected during toagiraction
surveys, impacts would be subject to the narrow endemic species pdit@yation
MeasureBIO-3, Narrow Endemic Plant Specjesand the location and numar of
individuals will be mapped and analyzed. If impacts to any covered narrow endemic
species exceeds the threshold for the narrow endemic species policy, the following
measureshal be implemented:

1. Specialstatus plants in the vicinity of the disturtz@shal be temporarily fenced
or prominently flagged and a 6ot buffer established around the populations to
prevent inadvertent encroachment by vehicles and equipment during the activity

2. Seeds/bulbshall be collected and stored in appropriate gjeraonditions (e.g.,
cool and dry), and dispersed/transplanted following the construction activity and
reapplication of salvaged topsoll

3. The top 6 inches of topsahall be salvaged, stockpiled, and replaced as soon as
practicable after project completioThe salvaged topsoil shall be redistributed at
the same depth and contoured to blend with surrounding grades.

BIO-6: Land Use Adjacency Guidelines. Mitigation for potentialpermanenindirect impacts
to vegetation communities, wildlife, and jurisdictadn resourcesshall require
implementation ofLand Use Adjacency Guideliness specified in the Draft Santee
Multiple Species Conservation Progr&ubarea Plaar thePreservdMlanagement Plan
The Cityof Santeeshallensure that all project developmentaadint to the boundary of
the Habitat Preserve adhere to the following adjacency guidelsn@stlined in the Draft
SanteeMultiple Species Conservation Progr&ubarea Plan

9 Drainage — All developed and paved areas must prevent the release of toxins,
chemcals, petroleum products, excess water, exotic plant materials, and other
elements that might degrade or harm the natural environment or ecosystem
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processes within the preserves. Thisddl be accomplished using a variety of
methods, including natural dgttion basins, grass swales, or mechanical trapping
devices.The project design shall comply with the Standard Urban Stormwater
Management Plan such that stavaterflows conveyed from the project site do not
adversely affect offite vegetation communiseor jurisdictional resources by
significantly altering natural hydrologic patterns.

1 Lighting — Lighting of all developed areas adjacent to the Habitat Presaalidsh
directed away from the Habitat Preserve wherever feasible and consistent with
public saafety. Lowpressure sodium lighting athbe used whenever possible.

1 Noise — Uses adjacent to thdabitat RPeserve shll be designed to minimize noise
impacts. Berms or walls alt be constructed adjacent to commercial areas and any
other use that may iduce noises that could affect or interfere with wildlife
utilization of the Habitat Preserve.

1 Invasive species — NoO invasive nomative plant or wildlife speciesshall be
introduced into areas immediately adjacent to the Habitat Preserve. All open space
slopes immediately adjacent to the Habitat Preseredl bk planted with native
species that reflect the adjacent native habitat.

1 Buffers — There are no requirements for buffers outside the Habitat Preserve,
except as may be required for wetlands purstafeéderal and/or state permits or
by California Environmental Quality Aghitigation conditions.

1 Fuel modification zones — Fuel modification zones sitl be fully contained adjacent
to the projectbdés devel opment. Prti or t o
adjacent to the Habitat Preserve, the local fire authorail stview and approve
proposed fuel modification treatments to ensure that no new fuel modification will
be required within the Habitat Preserve.

Conformance with the Land Use Adjacency Gudslisted aboveshall be madacondition
of projectapproval and shall be included in Covenants, Conditions, and Restrictions.

BIO-7: Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan. The applicant shall prepar&grnwater Pollution
Prevention Plarpursuant toNational Pollution Discharge Elimination Syste@eneral
Construction Permit (Water Quality Order -8DWQ). The Stornwater Pollution
Prevention Plaishallinclude, at a minimum, the best management practices listed below.
The combined implementation of teesequirements shall protect adjacent habitats and
specialstatus species during construction to the maximum extent practicable with the goal
of providing multiple beneficial uses. At a minimum, the following measures and/or
restrictions shall be incorpdeal into theStormwater Pollution Prevention Plamd noted on
construction plans, where appropriate, to avoid impacts on spttiad species, sensitive
vegetation communities, and/or jurisdictional aquatic resources during constrégtion.
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approvedbiologist (see Mitigation Measure BKB, Approved Biologist shall verify the
implementation of the following design requirements:

1. Fully covered trash receptacles that arigllife -proof and weatheproof shall be
installed and used by the operator to congdliiood, food scraps, food wrappers,
beverage containers, and other miscellaneous ttatséring shall be prohibited
and traslshall be removetiom construction areas daily. All foaglated trash and
garbage shall be removed from the constructitessin a daily basis.

2. Pets on or adjacent to construction s#esllnot be permitted by theontracto.

3. Any equipment or vehicles driven and/or operaghdll abide by a speed limit of
15 miles per hour durindaylighthours and 10 miles per hour duridark hours.

4. Construction activityshall not be permitted in jurisdictional aquatic resources,
except as authorized by applicable law and permit(s), including permits and
authorizations approved by th€.S. Army Corps of EngineersCalifornia
Department oFish and Wildlife andRegional Water Quality Control Board

5. Temporary structures and storage of construction matshalénot be located in
jurisdictional aquatic resources.

6. Staging/storage areas for construction equipment and magtalsot be lcated
in jurisdictional aquatic resources.

7. Any equipment or vehicles driven and/or operated in jurisdictional aquatic
resourcesas authorized by applicable law and permitéball be checked and
maintained by the operator daily to prevent leaks of altloer petroleum products
that could be deleterious to aquatic life if introduced to the watercourse.

8. No stationary equipment, such as motors, pumps, generators, and welders, or fuel
storage tanksshallbe located within jurisdictional aquatic resources.

9. No debris, bark, slash sawdust, rubbish, cemerbncreteor washing thereof;
oil; or petroleum products shall ocamhere it may be washed by rainfall or runoff
into jurisdictional aquatic resources.

10. When construction operations are completed, anysexoaterials or debrghallbe
removed from the work aregcording to theonditions outlined in the permit(s)

11.No equipment maintenansallbe performed within or near jurisdictional aquatic
resources, where petroleum products or other pollutantstirerequipment may
enter these areas.

BIO-8: Approved Biologist. To prevent inadvertent disturbance to areas outside the limits of
grading, all gradingpcations shall be monitored by a biologRtior to the issuance of any
grading permifor areas adjamnt to open space, the applicahélliretain aCity of Santee
approved biologist for monitoring activities. The biologikall monitor all grading and
other significant groundisturbing activities in or adjacent to open space aréhs
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biologist shallmonitor these activitie$o ensure that the applicant complies with the
appropriatestandard conditions and mitigation measuireduding the following:

1.

Prior to the commencement of clearing and grading operations or other activities
involving significantsoil disturbance, all open space arglaall be identified with
temporary fencing or other markers clearly visible to construction personnel.

. A contractor education prograrshall be implemented for all workers and

subcontractors arghallinclude a desgption of environmental restrictions relevant

to construction and the penalties for violations. A chain of command and protocol
for communicating problems or potential construction changes that may affect
biological resourceshallbe established with thentractor and the Citgf Santee
Workersshallbe made aware of what resources require protection through the use
of photos or ofthe-ground demonstration.

A monitoring biologist acceptable the Cityof Santeeshallbe on site during any
clearing of nairal vegetation (i.e., annual ground cover, shrubs, or trees). The
monitoring biologistshall flush specialkstatus species (i.e., avian or other mobile
species) from occupied habitat areas immediately prior to belestring and
earthmovingactivities.

Following the completion of initial clearing/grading/eartbving activities, all

open space areas to be avoided by construction equipment and pesbaiiel
marked with temporary fencing and other appropriate markers clearly visible to
construction persarel. No construction access, parking, or storage of equipment
or materialshallbe permitted within such marked areas.

In areas bordering the open space area, vehicle transportation routes between cut
andfill locations shall be restricted to a minimal mber consistent with project
construction requirements. Waste dirt or ruldiiall not be deposited on adjacent
protected habitats. Regular poastructionmeetings involving the monitoring
biologist, construction supervisors, and equipment operstiatbe conducted and
documented to ensure maximum practicable adherence to these measures.

The monitoring biologist shallerify that the construction site is implementing the
following Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plbast management practices:

a. Dustcontol fencing

Removal of construction debris and a clean work area

Covered trash receptacles that ariellife -proof and weatheproof
Prohibition of pets on the construction site

A speed limit of 15 miles per hour during the daylightrsand 10 miles per
hour duringnighttimehours

®oo o
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BI1O-9:

BIO-10:

7. Open space areas in the likely dust drift radius of construction ahedisbe
periodically sprayed with water to reduce accumulated dust on the leaves, as
recommended by the monitoring biologist.

8. Oversee the construction sie that cover and/or escape routes for wildlife from
excavated areas shall be provided on a daily basis. All steep trenches, holes, and
excavations during construction shall be covered at night with backfill, plywood,
metal plates, or other means, andeldges covered with soils and plastic sheeting
such that small wildlife cannot access them. Soil Eleslbe covered at night to
prevent wildlife from burrowing in. The edges of the sheesihgll be weighed
down by sandbags. These areas may also bede¢ngrevent wildlife from gaining
access. Exposed trenches, holes, and excavations shall be inspected twice daily (i.e.,
each morning and prior to sealing the exposed areah lapprovediologist to
monitor for wildlife entrapment. Excavations shalbpide an earthen ramp to
allow for a wildlife escape route.

Habitat Preserve Protection. In order to protect against incursions by domestic pets, children,
or recreationistsprush management zongsmporary impact zones between roadways
manufacteed slopes in development areag] open spashallbe planted with cactus spegies
poison oak, stinging nettland redberry buckthorn as appropriate. Casttadibe planted so
that it does not hinder fire access Buall be clustered so that it disgages or inhibits
encroachment. An added benefit is that these areas eventually could sopg@itactus
wren. Suitable areas, acreages, and metredsddressead thePreservéanagement Plan

Weed Control Treatments. Weed control treatmesishall include all legally permitted
chemical, manual, and mechanical methods applied with the authorization of the County
of San Diegoagriculture commissionerThe application of herbicides shall be in
compliance with all state and federal laws and la@ns under the prescription of a pest
control advisor and implemented by a licensed applicator. Where manual and/or
mechanical methods are used, disposal of the plant debris shall follow the regulations set
by the County of San Diegagriculture commisener. The timing of the weed control
treatment shall be determined for each plant species in consultation witsstte@ntrol
advisor the County of San Diegagriculture commissiongandthe California Invasive

Plant Councilith the goal of controliig populations before they start producing seeds.
Additionally, the herbicides used during landscag@ntyvitiesshallbe contained within
theproposed projeét snpact footprint.

Sensitive Wildlife Species

Mitigation Measures BI€l, BIO-2, BIO-6 throughBIO-8, andBIO-10 through BIG20 would
mitigate all directand indirectpermanent and temporary impacts to sensitive wildlife species to
below a level of significanc&able 4.38alists speciaktatuswildlife species that auldbe subject
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to direct impats from projectdevelopmentand the mitigation measure proposed to reduce the
impact to less than significant for each species.

Implementationof Mitigation Measures BI& through BIG10 and BIG20 and BIOG21 would
reducendirectimpacts tosensitive wildife specienthe project site ta less than significant level
through noninvasive herbicide useconformance with the SWPPmiological monitoring
signs/fencingplanting of cactus patchegoison oakand stinging nettl@along the developmeint
Habite Preserventerface nonrinvasiveherbicide usgand implementation of a Fire Protection Plan.

Impacts to speciadtatus amphibian and reptile species would be reduced to a less than significant
level through implementation of Mitigation Measures Bl{preserving suitable habitat, aBtO-

2, restoring temporary impacts to suitable habitaplementation oMitigation MeasureéBIO-11
would reduceindirectimpacts to native ants less than significant through control measures and
guarterly monitoring of Agentine ants that would occur along the construtti@abitat Preserve
interface.ln addition, implementation of Mitigation Measures BlQ2and BIG13 would reduce
impactsto western spadefotd less than significant requirirgVernal Pool Mitigation Ptaand
relocating individuals in impact areas to suitable breeding habitat outside of impact areas
Implementation of Migation Measure BIGL9, which would monitor for presence @éffrican
clawed frog within seasonal basins and require eradication if meedsuld reducepotential
impacts towvestern spadefo@nd San Diego fairy shrintp aless than significarievel.

Impacts to nesting birds would be reduced kess than significarievel through implementation
of Mitigation Measure BIO-14, nesting bid surveys BIO-15, restoringtemporary impacts in
wetland aregsBIO-16, utilizing a coastalcactus wren management plaand BIO-17, brown
headed cowbirtrappingon the project site

Impacts to speciadtatus mammal species would be reduced to a lassigpaficant level through
implementation of Mitigation Measure B{Q managemendf the Habitat Preserve

Impacts to speciadtatus invertebrate species would be reduced to a less than significant level
through implementation of Mitigation Measures BIQBIO-12, and BIO18, restoring and
enhancing suitable habitat

Implementation oMitigation Measures BI€L, BIO-2, BIO-6 through BIG10, and Mitigation
Measure810-11through BIO21would reduce potentially significadirect and indireaimpacts
to spedl-status wildlife species to less than significant. The mitigation measures are as follows:

BIO-11: Argentine Ant Control and Monitoring. Upon initiating construction, including
landscaping in the development area, quarterly monitdayng qualified bitogist shall
be initiated for Argentine ants along the developihidabitat Preserve interface at
sentinel locations where invasions could occur (e.g., where moist microhabitats that
attract Argentine ants may be created). A qualified biologist shall deterthe
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monitoring locations. Ant pitfall traps, bait sampling, or similarly appropriate sampling
methodshall be placed in these sentinel locations and operated on a quarterly basis to
detect invasion by Argentine ants. If Argentine ants are detectedgdomonitoring,

direct control measureshall be implemented immediately to help prevent the invasion
from worsening. These direct controls may include but are not limited to nest/mound
insecticide treatment or available natural control methods being gedeld general
reconnaissance of the infested askall also be conducted to identify and correct the
possible source of the invasion, such as uncontrolled urban runoff, leaking pipes, or
collected waterQuarterlymonitoring reports, as needed, shallsbémitted to the City

of SantedDevelopment Services Departmeltonitoring reports shall include remedial
recommendations and issue resolution discussions when necddsaitoring and
control of Argentine antshalloccur inperpetuity and shall be inaled in thePreserve
ManagemenPlan (included as Appendix P in th&iological TechnicalReport for the
Fanita Ranch ProjectSeeBiological TechnicalReport for the Fanita Ranch Project
Appendix R for additionaldetails on monitoring methods and cohttbArgentine ants
within the Habitat Preserve.

BIO-12: Vernal Pool Mitigation Plan. A Vernal Pool Mitigation Plarhas beerpreparedand
would allow disturbance of seasonal basin features ifieg¢ural vernal pools anstreet
ruts containing vernal podhdicator plant and wildlife speciesY.he Vernal Pool
Mitigation Fanis subject to approvdtom the RegionalWaterQuality Control Board
U.S.Army Corps ofEngineersandU.S. Fish andwildlife Serviceandshallcomply with
Clean Water AcSection 404and 401 prmit/certification by théJ.S. Army Corps of
Engineersand RegionalWater Quality Control Board respectively,as well asederal
Endangered Species AgquirementsThe Vernal Pool Mitigation Plan descrgand
identifies those areas slatefbr preservation, rehabilitatiomnd enhancement, and
requires the creation of new seasonal basin resources withinHhleitat Preservas
mitigation for anticipated development impacts. The Vernal Pool Mitigation iBlan
focused on seasonal basin featuresassociated uplamwdatershedhabitat enhancement
opportunities and cover the following: vernal pool desigwl location planting plan
(planting palettes for both vernal pool and uplaradershedhabitats), and supplemental
water program; maintenance amwnitoring guidelines; San Diego fairy shrimp and
western spadefoot translocation; and ownership arrangements aneteriong
management strategy.

Natural vernal poolsshall be mitigated at a 4:1 ratio, including preservation and
management of existing pogplehabilitation/enhancement of existing features within the
Habitat Preseryeand creation of new featurgSonstructegools (i.e, artificial features
andstreetruts) shallbe mitigated through rehabilitation/enhancement and/or creation
a3:1 or 2:1ratio, depending onvhetherthe feature supports plant or wildlife indicator
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speciesRehabilitationénhancemenghall occur in existing features within thdabitat
Preservethat are not included as vernal pools (igreetruts lacking vernal pool
indicator species). This would entail repairing degradedtures through the
manipulation of surface topography to improve the overall ecological function of the
vernal pool, control of invasive species, and planting of appropriate native species.
Creation walld consist of establishing new vernal pools in areas where they did not
previously occur and/or the returning of areas to aegrsting condition through
manipulation of surface topography to support inundation and ponding for vernal pools.
Created feates shall exhibit the sama improvedcharacteristics as thoséthin the
impact areacurrently supporting fairy shrimp, indicator vernal pool plant species, and
western spadefopandshallmaintain comparable individual pool sizasd watersheds

Existng permanently impacted features that support San Diego fairy shrimp and
indicatorvernal pool plant specieshallhave the top 1 to 3 inches of soil removed and

set aside prior to mass grading. This sballbe kept in a dry location until it is deptesd

into the new features. Once the created or enhanced pools are proven to hold water for
the appropriate amount of time, th&yallbe inoculated with the soil from the impacted
features. The acreage of surface areaghall be created shall be veriflaising orsite

soil hydrologic properties and modeling of rainfall seasons. The target surface area
acreage is 0.50 acre, based on the acreage of impacted features recorded of which 0.40
acre shall need to include creation of new pod[Bable 4.311). The Vernal Pool
Mitigation Plan is includeds Appendix Rn the BiologicalTechnicalReport for the

Fanita Ranch Projecthis plan maybe modifiedand augmented pendingiS. Army

Corps of EngineerdRegional Water Quality Control Bogrdndwildlife agency(U.S.

Fish and Wildlife ServicandCalifornia Department of Fish and Wildl)feeview. Table

4.3-11 identifies mitigation requirements for impacts to vernal pools.
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Table 4.3-11. Mitigation Requirements for Impacts to Vernal Pools

Total Mitigation
Mitigation Mitigation | Mitigation Credit§ Requireme#t
Vernal Pool Type Impats Ratid Acreage | (HabitatPreserve) (Acres)
Natural Vernal Pool 0.02 4:1 0.09 0.10 +<0. 01
Street Rut - containing 0.03 31 0.08 0.13 +0. 05
plant indicator species
Street Rut - containing 0.36* 2:1 0.72 0.17 -0.56
wildlife indicator species
TotalAcreage 041* — 090 0.40* 0.50

Notes: Totals may not sum due to rounding.
1 Mitigation ratios are based on the Draft Santee MSCP Subarea Plan (City of Santee 2018).

2 Mitigation shall include both rehabilitation/enhancement of existing features within the Habitat Preserve and creation of new
features. The exact breakdown by mitigation type shall be included in the Vernal Pool Mitigation Plan.

* This total includes 0.01 acre of off-site impacts.

** This acreage shall be included within the Habitat Preserve and shall be subject to long-term management and monitoring as
directed by the Draft Santee Multiple Species Conservation Program Subarea Plan (City of Santee 2018).

BIO-13: Western Spadefoot Relocation. During the wet season prior to clearing or grading
operations, biologistshallcollect western spadefoot adults from areas wiglid meters
of known occupied pools. Adulshalleither beneldby aU.S. Fish and Wildlife Seree
or California Department of Fish and Wildl#gpproved biologisto be released back
onto the site after construction activities using standaethodsor be relocated to
another area on th@oject sitethat has suitable breeding habitat and few owastern
spadefootndividuals

A Western Spadefoot Relocation Planincluded as a component of the Vernal Pool
Mitigation Plan {ncluded in theBiological TechnicalReport for the Fanita Ranch Project
asAppendix R)andis subject to approvdly thewildlife agenciegU.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service and California Department of Fish and Wildlif€he Western Spadefoot
Relocation Plaimncludes, ata minimum, the following elements:

1 The timing and methods for surveying, capturiagd releasing adults. Losigrm
care methodshall also be discussed if this option is used.

1 Collection shall occur during the first three or four large rain events of the season. Ideally,
these rain evenshallproduce a minimum of 0@nch during a 24hour period.

BIO-14: Nesting Bird Survey. To avoid impacts to nesting migratory birds and raptors and other
nesting birds, which are a sensitive biological resaupm@suant tothe California
EnvironmentalQuality Act, the Migratory Bird Treaty Actandthe CaliforniaFish and
Gane Code, breeding season avoidance shall be implemented and included on all
construction plans.
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BIO-15:

To the extent feasible, thesball be no brushing, clearing and/or grading allowed during
the breeding season of migratory birds or raptors (between Januamg 3&ptember 15

or coastal California gnatcatcher (between February 15 and August 15). If vegetation is to
be cleared during the nesting season, all suitable habalibe thoroughly surveyed for

the presence of nesting birds by the qualified bigkogo earlier than 72 hours prior to
clearing. The survey results shall be submitted by the applicant to the City of Santee
Director of Development Services. If any active nests are detected, tsbaltea flagged

and mapped on the construction plafeng with an initial 306foot buffer for coastal
California gnatcatcher and up to a 500t maximum buffer for raptors. The nestallbe
avoided until the nesting cycle is complete or it is determined that the nest has failed. The
final appropriate bufir distance, as well as cycle completion or nest faikhall be
determined bymapprovediologist. Factors used to determine and guide the appropriate
buffer distance shall include individual pair behavior responses, amount of buffering
topography, pximity to existing disturbance, and ambient noise leuelsddition, &
approvediologistshallbe present on th&oject sitedo monitorthevegetation removal to
ensure that nestwt detected during the initial survey are not disturfse Mitigaton
Measure BIG8, Approved Biologist If the monitoring biologist determines that the
nesting activities are being substantially disrupted by adjacent construction athgvity,
City of Santee shall be notifiednd measures to avoid or minimize such iotpahall

be developedSuch measures might include installation of noise barriers, increased
buffering, stopping construction in the area, or other measures, as developed.

Wetland Mitigation Plan. A total of 9.81 acresof impacts to jurisdictionalesources
including 804 acres of permanent impacts and7lacres of temporary impactspuld
occur on and off site. Impacts to jurisdictional resources require peramt
authorizationgy the U.S. Army Corps of EngineerRegional Water Quality Coral
Board, and California Department of Fish and Wildlifgrior to impacts. Thapplicant
shall provide theCity of Santeewith permits andauthorizationsrom each resource
agency demonstrating approval of project impaotsaquatic resourcegrior to the
approval of thgrading and improvement plans.

A Wetland Mitigation Plamasbeenpreparednddescrilesthe onsite mitigationprogram

to mitigate anticipated temporary and permanent development impacts to waters of the
United Statesind wetland vegetain communities. Both erand offsite mitigation sites

are needed to provide full compensation for project impactsthereforgwo plansshall

be requiredThe offsite mitigationwill provide wetland habitat through a combination of

habitat preservain, enhancement, restoration, and creation. With this program, wetland
habitat that is comparable in habitat type and quality to the impacilattbe enhanced,
restored, or created within the City of Sa
and/or its tributaries. The effiterestoratiorprogramshallbe subject to the same standards
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and rules as the esite mitigation program, including management of access control,
invasive speciesand native vegetation cover and diversity. Qffe resbration shall
include these management effatsla program of revegetation of wetland species with
planting and seeding. The ¢fite habitat creatioshallalso include potential topographic
alteration to expand and create bed and bank areas apprapribéeestablishment of new
wetland habitat. At least 7.53 acres ofsife mitigationshallbe habitat creatioand/or
re-establishmentThis total is based on the current aquatic resource assessment and
impacts, and the Apetloss requirement in tHaraft Santee Mitiple Species Conservation
ProgranSubarea Pla.heoff-site preservation/enhancement component may occur at the
11-acre parcel, owned by the projapplicant adjacent to the lower Santee Lakes to satisfy
the oftsite preservation/enhagment requirement. The City of Santee has agreed to allow
the remaining offsite creation/reeseblishment mitigation component to be completed
within City of Santeeowned lands in the same hydrologic unit, next to the San Diego
River. Based on preliminargvaluations, several opportunities have been identified to
provide offsite mitigation for the remaining creation&stablishment mitigation
component, indicating that it is feasible to accomplish theitdfcompensatory mitigation.

The Wetland Mitigdon Planis consistent with th&).S. Army Corps of Engineesy2008
Compensatory Mitigation Rule and subsequent guidance documents. The Wetland
Mitigation Planshalluse the latest available tentative tract map to define the mitigation
areas. The Wetland ibation Plan provide a description of project impacts and
required mitigation at approved replacement ratios. An implementation sexiodes

the different types of wetland mitigation areas including treatments such as soll
preparation, plant palet#te and temporary interim erosion control. Plant palettes
incorporate sensitive species thatll be impacted by theroposed projectas
appropriate. A maintenance plan to promote the successful establishment of the target
vegetation communitieimcludesthe specific activities to be performed over thgear
maintenance period. A monitoring plaincluded that describes performance criteria

for eachvegetation community, monitoring frequency, and methods. The Wetland
Mitigation Plan includsreporting rguirements and contingency measures.

Since temporary impact areas are not appropriate for restoration of jurisdictional
resourcesthese areashallbe considered permanently impacted ahdll bemitigated

in conformance with the mitigationatios for pamanent impacts to jurisdictional
resourcesMitigation ratiosbased on the Draft SanteeuMple SpeciesConservation
ProgramSubarea Plashall be included in the Wetland Mitigation Plandraft Wetland
Mitigation Plan is includeds Appendix Sn the Biological TechnicalReport for the
Fanita Ranch ProjecThis plan maybe modified and augmented pendidds. Army
Corps of EngineerdRegionalWaterQuality Control Board andCalifornia Department

of Fish and Wildlifereview.
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BIO-16: Coastal Cactus Wren Habitat Management. Coastal actus wrens aCovered Species
under the Draft Santedultiple Species Conservation Progr&ubarea Plan. Because
suitable and occupied habitat for this specstsll be impacted by grading and
construction of theproposed prect, habitat enhancement and restoratiorcaéstal
cactus wren habitahalloccur.Based on project impacts to 0.57 acre of suitable habitat,

a 2:1 mitigation ratio resulting in a total of 1.14 acres of habitat enhancement and
restoration would be requid for mitigation.This habitat restoration and enhancemsnt
outlined withinUpland RestoratiorPlan (Appendix Q) andthe PreserveManagement

Plan (Appendix P)of theBiological Technical Report for the Fanita Ranch Projéttis
habitatshallneed tdbe similar in extent and density currently occupied patches to be
impacted andshall show use bycoastalcactus wren prior to clearing of currently
occupied habitat. Use is minimally intended to prove that impadastalcactus wren

have identified whre these patches are located so that they can colonize them once their
current habitat patches are cleared. It is anticipated that restoration and enhancement
activitiesshallbegin prior to constructigmnvhere practicablego provide the most amount

of time for maturation.

In order to enhance habitat fobastalcactus wren, appropriate areas in thabitat
Preserveshall be planted with coast prickly pea@guntia littoralig and coastal cholla
(Cylindropuntia proliferg in a matrix that is optimal fotoastalcactus wren. Studies
performed on the Orange County Central Reserve found that an interstitial mix of cactus
and sage scrub or grasslands may be optimal. Thishasi®weemmplemented into the
Upland Restoration PlaandPreserve Management Platere appropriatebut likely,
greater than 2@ercentl-meterhigh cactus cover associated wambucus mexicana
shallbe best. Minimally, three habitat patctstmllbe planted along primarily southern
exposure slopds increase the amount of suitabkesting habitat focoastakactus wren
outside of the proposed development footprint.

The habitat enhancement progrefocused on improving habitat conditions tmrastal
cactus wren within portions of the project site that are identified for pregsmaatd
along manufactured slopes in development ar8de selectiorshall be based on the
following criteria

1. Slope aspect (prioritize southern exposures and souttfiagsy ridgelines)

2. Habitat quality (prioritize areas where some cacti were preseniyith adequate
space to support additional cacti to improve habitat qualitydastalcactus wren)

3. Soil conditions (prioritize areas with similar soil conditions compared to occupied
cactus scrub habitat)
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BIO-17:

4. Proximity to occupied cactus patches (priogtareas that are closer to documented
coastal cactus wren occurrences to provide opportunities for dispersal; try to
enhance areas within 20@eterto 1,000meterof occupied habitat)

5. Access (prioritize areas that would be accessible to a planting artémaaice crew)

6. Cactus plantings along manufactured slope asiealbe planted so thaheydo not
hinder fire access bahallbe clustered so thtiteydiscourage or inhibit encroachment
by the public.

The approach to habitat enhancensdallinclude panting coast prickly pear and cholla

by means of pad and segment cuttings in up to 10 selected enhancement areas. Cacti
plants take several years to mature to the size that can sopastdcactus wren nesting.
Therefore, the planted cuttings may be raegted with larger container plants in a
subsequent year after the most successful planting sites can be determined. In addition,
future preonstructionsalvage of whole cactus plants and pads may be used to further
enhance the structure of the cactusipat@as at the time of construction.

It is not expected that all 10 sitskall be successful or perform at equivalent levels.
Therefore, a subset of planted argzallbe selected in the second year to focus maintenance
efforts on sites with the greatgsitential to develop into habitat suitable éoastalcactus
wren occupation. The sites that develop into suitable hah#tibe monitored annually for
coastakactus wren use or occupation overygarperiodin order to maintain a documented
recordof coastakactus wren use of targeted areas for enhancement.

This measure shalllso incorporateand implementenhancementmethods and
implementatiorproceduresa 2-year maintenangenonitoring and reportingorogram
andanadaptive management strateag/outlined irthe Biological Technical Report for
the Fanita Ranch Project

Brown-Headed Cowbird Trapping. A brownheaded cowbird trapping prograshall

be initiatedontheproject siteas necessaryhetrapping progranmcludesthe following:
trappingshallbegin during the first phase of grading and continue for a period of 15 years
or until an alternative control method is developed, which would then replace the trapping
program through the Iear period. The trapping prograshall be based mthe most
currenttrappingmethods Three trapshall be set at appropriate locations within open
space or adjacent to open space on site, though there is flexibility to install one at another
location within the City of Santéesphere of influence (e,gSantee LakeRecreation
Preservithat might provide better local and regional benefits (e.g., @omgr or creek

or at a local equestrian centéfFjapping shall be performed between April 1 and August

1 unless 21 days without brovireaded cowbirdsccurs, then trapping may end for that
year.
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In order to establish whether a cowbird trapping program is necessary, focused surveys
shallbe conducted in and arouttte Habitat Preservé qualified biologistshallsurvey

the Habitat Preserveduring Februgy, April, and May of each year during the
construction phase through final buildout. If final buildout occurs before 10 years, then
at least 10 years of survesisallbe required. During the survey, no single biologist may
cover more than 300 acreshbhhitat Preserveer day If 10 or more males or 5 or more
females or juveniles are observed on any single occasiortydpging shall commence

No additional monitoring or trappirghallbe required after 10 years even if the broewn
headed cowbird occurreathresholds have not been n&ncethereis a smalsegment

of trail designated for equestrian use, monitoring for browaded cowbirdis addressed

in the PreservéManagement Platincluded as Appendix P in thg&ological Technical

Report for the Fatk Ranch Projertandthat area shall bmonitored and managed in
accordance with that plaaven if the 16year threshold has been met for the remainder

of the Habitat PreserveYearly reporting of thérappingresults shall be provided with

the other Reserve Managemeian reporting and will minimally include the rationale

for trap placement, number of target species;taoget species, mortalities of each, sex

and age of each as able to be determined, comparison to prior trapping, and suggestions
for the following year.

BIO-18: Restoration of Suitable Habitat for Quino Checkerspot Butterfly and Hermes
Copper Butterfly. Mitigation for impacts to suitable habitat for Quino checkerspot
butterfly shall include a combination of i#perpetuity management dhe Habitat
Preserve thashall focus on removal of nenative grasses, weedy material, and duff
layersand the supplemental planting of émted plantainRlantago erecta woolly
plantain Plantago patagonica, Co ul t e r Angirrhsumacquideriaauig) aigid (
bi r doé Lordylardhks rigidup |, o wl O6Gastillejh exgeety Chifese houses
(Collinsia concolo), and purple Chinese hous&o(linsia heterophyllaso that habitat
is more suitable for Quino checkerspot butterfly. T$hsll include an endowmenbr
other acceptable permanent funding mechardach documented management plan as
outlined in thePreserveManagement Plafincluded as Appendix P ithe Biological
TechnicalReport for the Fanita Ranch ProjedRestoration/enhancement anéation
of suitable habitat areas shall entail specific standards or guidelines on vegetation
managementTables 4.3-12 through 4.314 summarizethe mitigation requirement
scenariodased on the thrgmotentially suitable habitahodelsfor Quino checkerspo
butterfly. Regardless of the model usegproximatelyl,096.57acres of suitable habitat
based on thenost conservative009 extrapolation modahall be managed for Quino
checkerspot butterflyand other compatible species such asastal California
gndcatcher, San Diego fairy shrimp, and Hermes copper butterfly, providing a minimum
1.9:1 mitigation ratio.
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Table 4.3-12. Mitigation Scenario Based on the 2009 Extrapolation Model for Impacts
to Suitable Habitat for Quino Checkerspot Butterfly

Impact Mitigation Acreage Credits (Habi| Ratio of Mitigation Achieved wi
Suitable ldbitat Model Acreage Preserve Suitable Habitat) OnsSite Habitat Preserve
2009 Extrapolation Model 581.39 1,096.57 1.9:1
Notes:

' This is the total acreage included within the Habitat Preserve and shall be subject to long-term management and monitoring as directed by the
Preserve Management Plan.

Table 4.3-13. Mitigation Scenario Based on the 1-Kilometer Model (All Known
Observations) for Impacts to Suitable Habitat for Quino Checkerspot Butterfly

Suitable Habitat Model Impact Acreage Mitigation Acreage Credi| Ratio of Mitigation Acheiviec
. . 218.22* 0.6:1
1-Kilometer (all known observations) 396.53
878.35* 2.2:1
Total Suitable Habitat in the Habitat Pre3e 1,096.57

Ndes:

' Two mitigation ratios are provided based on (1) the amount of suitable habitat within the 1-kilometer buffer that overlaps the Habitat Preserve
and (2) the remaining suitable habitat within the Habitat Preserve (based on the 2009 extrapolation model) outside the 1-kilometer buffer.

2 This is the total suitable habitat acreage included within the entire Habitat Preserve (based on the 2009 extrapolation model) and shall be
subject to long-term management and monitoring as directed by the Preserve Management Plan.

* Mitigation acreage available in the 1-kilometer buffer that overlaps the Habitat Preserve.

** This total represents the amount of remaining suitable habitat available in the Habitat Preserve (based on the 2009 extrapolation model)
outside the 1-kilometer buffers.

Table 4.3-14. Mitigation Scenario Based on the 1-Kilometer Model (Without the 2005
Observation) for Impacts to Suitable Habitat for Quino Checkerspot Butterfly

Suitable Habitat Model Impact Acreagg Mitigation Acreage Credi] Ratioof Mitigation Acheivéd
1-Kilometer (Without the 2005 7.39" 1.9:1
) 3.82
Observation) 1,089.18* 285:1
Total Suitable Habitat within the Habitat Pres 1,096.57

Notes:

' Two mitigation ratios are provided based on (1) the amount of suitable habitat within the 1-kilometer buffer that overlaps the Habitat Preserve
and (2) the remaining suitable habitat in the Habitat Preserve (based on the 2009 extrapolation model) outside the 1-kilometer buffer.

2 This is the total suitable habitat acreage included in the entire Habitat Preserve (based on the 2009 extrapolation model) and shall be subject
to long-term management and monitoring as directed by the Preserve Management Plan.

* Mitigation acreage available within the 1-kilometer buffer that overlaps the Habitat Preserve.

** This total represents the amount of remaining suitable habitat available in the Habitat Preserve (based on the 2009 Extrapolation model)
outside the 1-kilometer buffer.

As described in the Draft Santdtultiple Species Conservation Pragy Subarea Plan,
impacts to potentially suitable habitat for Hermes copogterfly requires mitigation by
preservation of suitable habitat at a ratio of 1:1, or 2:1 if the suitable habitat was previously
occupied. Previously occupied habitat include=aarof potentially suitable habitat within

500 feet of a previously known occurrence of Hermes copper butterflyherte the
butterflywas not identified during subsequent and more recent focused Suviggation

of suitable habitatshall be includedn the PreserveManagement Plarfincluded as
Appendix P in théiological TechnicalReport for the Fanita Ranch Project) adur in
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the following ways: preservation and management of existing suitable habitaltizktitet
Preserverestoration/enhancemeof existing suitable habitat in théabitat Preseryeand
creation of new suitable habitat areas in Habitat Preservand along manufactured
slopes in development areas, as appropiirRestoration/enhancement and creationevy
suitable habitat aes would entail repairing degraded habitat through the control of
invasive species and/or planting of appropriate native speciesrédberry buckthorn
within 15 feet of California buckwheatyee the Upland Restoration Rlancluded as
Appendix Qin the BiologicalTechnicalReport for the Fanita Ranch Projdot details
Table4.3-15 summarizes the mitigation requirements for impacts to potentially suitable
habitat for Hermes coppéutterfly.

Table 4.3-15. Mitigation Requirements for Impacts to Suitable Habitat for Hermes

Copper Butterfly

Mitigation Acreage

Credits Habitat
Habitat Type Impact Acreage Mitigation Ratio Mitigation Acreage Preserve)
Redberry Buckthorn within 15 feet of California Buckwheat

Potentially Suitable 4473 1:1 4473 79.29
Habitat
Potentially Suitable 8.25 2:1 16.50 15.48
Habitat, Previously
Occupied

TotalAcreage 52.98 — 6123 9477

Notes:

1 Mitigation ratios are based on the Draft Santee Multiple Species Conservation Program Subarea Plan (City of Santee 2018).

2 This acreage will be included in the Habitat Preserve and will be subject to long-term management and monitoring as directed by
the Preserve Management Plan.

BIO-19: African Clawed Frog Trapping. African clawed frogs have been detected in the past
within Sycamoe Canyon Creek andvernal poolfeatures onthe projectsite. A
monitoringand controprogramisincluded in thé’reserve Management Plancluded
as Appendix P in th@&iological TechnicalReport for the Fanita Ranch Project) and
designed to determine éhpresence of African clawed frogs within occupied fairy
shrimp andwesternspadefoot features. Monitorirghall consist of surveying flowing
and pooled portions of Sycamo@anyonCreek and restored and natuvarnal pool
featureson the project siteonce per month from January through April while the
proposed projeds in construction. After construction is complete, these askalbe
surveyed for African clawed frogs once per year in March. If African clawed frogs are
observed during the construatioor postconstruction monitoring,then control
measures shall be implement&Iince different areas may require control each year,
yearly updateshall be made asecessary.

Draft Revised EIR
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BIO-20: Wildlife Protection. In order to generally protect wildlife species, tf@lowing
measures shall be implementdaring construction

1. Adequate fencing shall be erected to gumenan useraway from open space
areas where open space alsiteets parks, and trails. Fencing locations shall be
shown on theonstruction plans

2. Covenants, conditions, and restrictionshall include a sectiorthat forbids
collection of native wildlife (e.g., coast horned lizards, toads, snakes) without
obtaining the necessary collection permits fittve California Department of Fish
and Wildlife

3. Cowenants,conditions, and restrictionshall include a notice describing the
necessary role that coyotes, bobcats, and rattlesnakes have in the environment and
shallmake recommendations for keeping pets and pet food indoors andrséhfe
restrictions againgontrolling these and other native species unless there is a threat
to life or property

4. Covenantsconditions, and restrictiorghall include a notice describing the trail
and preserve restrictions.

5. Streetsigns, speed bumps, or other trafflming dvices shall be employed along
theresidentiakcollectorStreetsivV o andiiwo to allow wildlife to cross more safely
(seeBiological TechnicalReport for the Fanita Ranch Projdéigures 57b and 5
7¢). The posted speed limit onetbestreetsshall be 25 nites per hour.

BIO-21: Fire Protection Plan. To minimize the potential exposure of theojectsite to fire
hazards, all features of the Fire Protection Plan for the Fanita Ranch Fyogpetred by
Dudek (2020) angbrovided as EIR AppendiRl, shall be mplemented in conjunction
with development of thproposed project

4.3.5.2 Threshold 2: Riparian Habitat or Other Sensitive Natural Communities

Would the proposed project have a substantial adverse effect on riparian habitat or other sensitive natural
community identified in local or regional plans, policies, or regulations or by the CDFW or USFWS?

Impact: The proposed project would have potential direct Mitigation: Preserve Management Plan (BIO-1),

and indirect impacts on riparian and other sensitive Upland Restoration Plan (BIO-2), Land Use Adjacency

natural communities. Guidelines (BIO-6), Stormwater Pollution Prevention
Plan (BIO-7), Approved Biologist (BIO-8), Habitat
Preserve Protection (BIO-9), Weed Control Treatments
(BIO-10), Argentine Ant Control and Monitoring (BIO-
11), Vernal Pool Mitigation Plan (BIO-12), Wetland
Mitigation Plan (BIO-15).

Significance Before Mitigation: Potentially significant. ~ Significance After Mitigation: Less than significant.

Draft Revised EIR 4.3-101 May 2020
Fanita Ranch Project



Em Harris & Associates

Impact Analysis

Section 4.3: Biological Resources

Direct Impacts. Implementation of tb proposed projectvould result in permanent impacts to
approximately92790acresf sensitive and nesensitivevegetation communities and land covers
on site and temporary impacts to approximately 4T4cres orsite (Table4.3-16). Of these on
site pemanent impacts, approximately 10.52 acres would result from new trail creation and
retention of some existing trail§he proposed projeatould also impact a total of 32.60 acrds
sensitive and nesensitive vegetation communitieff site, incluling 25.32 acres of permanent
impacts and 7.29 acres of temporary impéE&ble 4.317). Referto Figure 51 andFigures 51a
through 51& in Section 5 ofthe Biological TechnicalReport for the Fanita Ranch Project
(Appendix D)to se thelocation ofimpactsto vegetation communities and land cover types.
Impacts would occur as a result of the project components listeable 31, Preferred Land Use
PlanProject Component Summaiip ChapteB, Project Summaryn Appendix D All temporary
impact areasvould be revegetated to pexistingconditions following construction.

Sensitive vegetation communitiéisat would beimpacted on site include scrub and chaparral,
grasslands, vernal pools, bog and marsh, riparian and bottomland habitat, and woodland
communites (Table4.3-16). Sensitive vegetation communitidgat would bempacted off site

include scrub and chaparral, grasslands, vernal pools, bog and marsh, riparian and bottomland
habitat, and woodland communitie$able 4.3-17). Within both on and oftsite areas, the
proposed projectvould permanently or temporarily impa@88.77aaes of sensitive habitats,
including978.54 acres of sensitivgland, 0.41 acre of vernal pooland9.81 acres oivetland
habitats All direct permanent and temporary impatttsensitivevegetatiorcommunities both on

and offsite are considered significant

Table 4.3-16. On-Site Impacts to Vegetation Communities and Land Covers

Impacts Taal Impacts
Vegetation Type Habitat | Impact Total (Percent of Total
(Holland/Oberbauer Code) Perm Temp | Preserve| Neutral Acreage | OnsSite Acreage)
Disturbed and Developed Areas
Disturbed Habitat (11300) 49.05 2.1 35.54 28.51 115.21 51.16 (2%)
(2.18)
Disturbed Wetland? (11200) 0.03 — 0.06 — 0.09 0.03 (<1%)
Non-Native Vegetation (11000) 1.57 — 0.60 3.89 6.05 1.57 (<1%)
(0.01)
Urban/Developed (12000) 9.07 — 0.81 — 9.88 9.07 (<1%)
(<0.01)
Disturbed and Developed Areay 59.71 2.1 37.01 3240 131.23 61.822%)
Subtotal 2.19
Scrub and Chaparral
Diegan Coastal Sage Scrub® 21513 33.09 751.93 16.98 1,017.13 248.22 (9%)
(32500) (3.30)
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Table 4.3-16. On-Site Impacts to Vegetation Communities and Land Covers

Impacts Taal Impacts
Vegetation Type Habitat | Impact Total (Percent of Total
(Holland/Oberbauer Code) Perm Temp | Preserve| Neutral Acreage | OnsSite Acreage)
Diegan Coastal Sage Scrub 86.23 4.20 168.46 0.97 259.85 90.43 (3%)
(disturbed)? (32500) (1.40)
Diegan Coastal Sage Scrub (fire 4.72 — 1.29 3.56 9.57 4.72 (<1%)
recovered)? (32500)
Diegan Coastal Sage Scrub/Valley 7.95 0.50 54.36 0.98 63.79 8.45 (<1%)
Needlegrass Grassland? (0.15)
(32500/42110)
Diegan Coastal Sage Scrub/Valley 18.18 1.48 28.56 2.88 51.10 19.66 (1%)
Needlegrass Grassland (disturbed)? (0.22)
(32500/42110)
Diegan Coastal Sage Scrub/Non- 19.18 — 8.28 — 27.47 19.18 (1%)
native Grassland (disturbed)? (0.09)
(32500/42200)
Diegan Coastal Sage Scrub— 15.66 0.62 4.74 0.57 21.60 16.29 (1%)
Baccharis-dominateds (32530) (0.01)
Granitic Southern Mixed Chaparral® 308.95 45.53 246.03 0.55 601.07 354.48 (13%)
(37121) (0.96)
Scrub and Chaparral Subty 676.01 | 8543 | 1,28.65 26.49 2,051.8 761.44(29%)
6.14
Grasslands, Vernal Pools, Meadows, and Other Herb Communities

Valley Needlegrass Grassland3 36.69 7.92 64.18 5.04 113.82 44.61 (2%)
(42110) (0.69)

Valley Needlegrass Grassland 2214 5.84 36.03 0.13 64.14 27.98 (1%)
(disturbed)3 (42110) (0.57)

Non-Native Grassland?3 (42200) 109.46 11.40 81.31 9.49 211.65 120.85 (5%)

(1.21)

Non-native Grassland/Non-native 14.96 — — — 14.96 14.96 (1%)
Vegetation (42200/11000)

Vernal Pool® (44000) 0.39 0.01 0.40 — 0.80 0.40 (<1%)

Grasslands, Vernal Pools, Mea] 183.63 | 2517 181.91 1465 405.8 208.8(08%)
and Other Herb Communities Su|  (2.47
Bog and Marsh

Cismontane Alkali Marsh? (52310) — — — 0.40 0.40 —
Coastal and Valley Freshwater 0.02 — — — 0.02 0.02 (<1%)
Marsh3 (52410)

Coastal and Valley Freshwater 0.12 — — — 0.12 0.12 (<1%)
Marsh (disturbed) 3 (52410)

Bog and Marsh Subto  0.14 — — 0.40 0.54 0.14 (<1%)
Riparian and Bottomland Habitat

Arundo-Dominated Riparian* 1.47 0.44 0.02 — 1.93 1.91 (<1%)
(65100)

Mulefat Scrub3 (63310) 0.15 0.40 1.16 0.16 1.86 0.55 (<1%)
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Table 4.3-16. On-Site Impacts to Vegetation Communities and Land Covers

Impacts Tatal Impacts
Vegetation Type Habitat | Impact Total (Percent of Total
(Holland/Oberbauer Code) Perm Temp | Preserve| Neutral Acreage | OnsSite Acreage)
Non-Vegetated Channel or 2.94 0.83 5.84 0.22 9.82 3.77 (<1%)
Floodway? (64200) (0.04)
Southern Arroyo Willow Riparian — — 1.54 — 1.54 —
Forest? (61320)
Southern Sycamore—Alder Riparian 0.17 0.04 0.96 2.07 3.23 0.21 (<1%)
Woodland? (62400)
Southern Willow Scrub? (63320) 0.79 0.03 0.04 — 0.86 0.81 (<1%)
Southern Willow Scrub (disturbed)3 0.48 — — — 0.48 0.48 (<1%)
(63320)
Riparianrad Bottomland Hab| 5.9 1.3 9.% 2.4 19.73 7.2 (<1%)
Subtotal| (0.9
Woodland
Coast Live Oak Woodland? (71160) 242 0.03 26.36 0.82 29.63 2.45 (<1%)
(0.09)
Woodland Subtétal 2.2 0.03 26.% 0.82 29.63 245(<1%)
(009
Sensitive Vegetationl@iiog| 852.74 | 11236 | 1,81.55| 4481 2491.44 965.093%9%)
Wetlands) Subtét{ (8.75
Grand Total| 92790 | 11447 | 1,5B.50| 77.20 2,638.0 1,04237(40%)
(10.93

Notes:

Acreage in parentheses includes the portion of the total permanently impacted by the proposed trails.

Totals may not sum due to rounding.

1

2

3 Sensitive vegetation community in the Draft Santee MSCP Subarea Plan (City of Santee 2018).
4

Since this is a non-native vegetation community, only the portion under CDFW jurisdiction (1.40 acres) is considered sensitive.
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Table 4.3-17. Off-Site Impacts to Vegetation Communities and Land Covers

_ OftSite Total OfSite
General Vegetation Community/Lar Vegetation Type (Holland/ Impacts Impacts (% of
Cover Category Oberbauer Code) Perm | Temp Total)
Disturbed and Developed Areas (10000) Disturbed Habitat (11300) 4.36 1.07 5.43 (14%)
Urban/Developed (12000) 3.16 0.34 3.50 (9%)
Disturbed and Developed Areas Su| 7.51 | 1.41 8.93 (22%)
Scrub and Chaparral (30000) Diegan Coastal Sage Scrub? (32500) 493 1.33 6.26 (16%)
Diegan Coastal Sage Scrub (fire 0.17 — 0.17 (<1%)
recovered)? (32500)
Diegan Coastal Sage Scrub (disturbed)? | 8.70 3.28 11.99 (30%)
(32500)
Diegan Coastal Sage Scrub/Valley 0.01 0.09 0.10 (<1%)
Needlegrass Grassland? (32500/42110)
Diegan Coastal Sage Scrub/Valley 1.44 0.94 2.38 (6%)
Needlegrass Grassland (disturbed)?
(32500/42110)
Scrub and Chaparral Subt{ 15.25| 5.64 | 2089(53%)
Grasslands, Vernal Pools, Meadows, and Non-Native Grassland? (42200) 2.50 0.21 2.72 (71%)
Other Herb Communities (40000) Vernal Pool (44000)2 0.01 —_ 0.01 (<1%)
Grasslands, Vernal Pools, Meadows, and Other Herb Communiitf 2.2 0.21 2.73 (7%)
Riparian and Bottomland Habitat (60000) Non-Vegetated Channel or Floodway? 0.04 0.02 0.06 (<1%)
(64200)
Riparian and Bottomland Habitat Su 0.04 | 0.02 0.06 (<1%)
Sensitive Vegetation (including Wetlands)'§ 17.80| 5.87 | 23.68 (60%)
Grand Total| 25.2 | 7.29 32.60

Notes:
' Totals may not sum due to rounding.
2 Sensitive vegetation community in the Draft Santee MSCP Subarea Plan (City of Santee 2018).

Indirect Impacts. Most of the indirect impacts tgpecialstatus plant speciatescribedn Section
4.3.5.1alsoresult inpotentiallysignificant indirect impacts toparian habitats andther sensitive
natural communitiesindirect impacts to sensitive vegetation communities ult from
invasion by exotic species, alteration of the natural fire regime, exposure to urban pollutants (e.g.,
fertilizers, pesticides, herbicides, and otharardous materialsandtrampling by humans and
domestic pets Permanentindirect impactsto riparian habitats and other sensitive natural
communitiesfrom development of the proposed projeciuld bepotentiallysignificant

Mitigation Measures

Implemerntation ofMitigation Measures BI€L, BIO-2, BIO-6 throughBIO-12, andBIO-15listed
in Section 4.3.9. would mitigate all directand indirectpermanent and temporary impacts to
riparian habitats and other sensitive natural communities to below a levghiéitance.
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Permanent impacts 8652.09acres (including orand oftsite areas) of sensitive upland vegetation
communities are anticipated with project implementation. A total #f3.33 acres of mitigation

would be required; however, thé¢abitat Presete would conserve 1,8184 acres of sensitive

upland vegetation communitie$45.51 acres greater than required by mitigat{oefer tothe
Appendix B, Table 6-2, Mitigation Requirements for Permanent Impacts to Sensitive Upland
Vegetation Communitiesn the Biological Technical Report for the proposed prjdairect
permanent and temporary impacts to sensitive upland communities would be reduced to less than
significant with implementation dflitigation Measure BIO-1 and BIQ2, which would preserve
sersitive upland communities within thilabitat Preserveand restore temporary impacts to
sensitive upland communities.

Implementation of Mitigation MeaswseBIO-6 through BIO-8, that include standardbest
management practicesd other requirements that adess erosion and runof§pecifically the
constructiorrelated minimization measures requilsdthe federal Clean Water ANMPDES, and
preparation of a SWPPR®ould reducendirect impactgo sensitive naturatommunities taless
than significantevel.

Mitigation MeasureBIO-9 would reducepermanentindirect impacts tosensitive vegetation
communitiesdy planting cactus species in brush management zones, temporary impact areas and
between roadways and open space to help protect against incursionsdsyicpets, children, or
recreationistsAdditionally, Mitigation MeasureBIO-10 would require that alherbicidesused

during landscapingctivities becontained within theroposed projeét snpact footprintand weed

control treatments include all legafermitted chemical, manual, and mechanical methods applied
with the authorization of the Cotyn

Implementation of Mitigation Measure BIOL would reduce grmanentindirect impacts to
specialstatusplant andwildlife species from Argentine ants a les than significantevel. This
measure requiresontrol measures and quarterly monitoring of Argentine ants along the
constructioiiHabitat Preserve interface

Impacts to ernal pools would be mitigated adess than significarievel through implementatio
of Mitigation MeasureBlO-12, which would require rehabilitation or enhancement and creation
of new seasonal basin resources withinHlbitat Preserve

Direct permanent and temporary impacts to wetland vegetation communities would be reduced to
less than significant through implementation Mitigation MeasurdBlO-15, which would require
mitigation andpermits from the agencies that have jurisdiction over themAGQE, RWQCB,

and/or CDFW)Indirect impacts related to water quality woulddss tharsignificant aslescribed

in Section M, Hydrology and Water Quality
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Implementation of Mitigation Measure BiTb would utilize a Wetland Mitigation Plan taestore
temporary impacts in wetland areas and reduce impacts to sensitive riparian and wgdtatmbre
communities to less than significaftherefore, implementation of Mitigation Measures BIO
BIO-2, BIO-6 through BIG12, and BIG15 would mitigate all direct and indirect permanent and
temporary impacts to riparian habitats and other sensisitegal communities to below a level of
significance.

4.35.3 Threshold 3: Wetlands

Would the proposed project have a substantial adverse effect on state or federally protected wetlands
(including, but not limited to marsh, vernal pool, coastal, etc.) through direct removal, filling, hydrological
interruption, or other means?

Impact: The proposed project would have potential Mitigation: Land Use Adjacency Guidelines (BIO-6),

direct and indirect impacts on protected wetlands and Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan (BIO-7), Weed

other jurisdictional waterways. Control Treatments (BIO-10), Wetland Mitigation Plan
(BIO-15).

Significance Before Mitigation: Potentially significant. ~ Significance After Mitigation: Less than significant.

Impact Analysis

Direct Impacts. On- and oftsite wetland vegetation is described in Section 4.3.1.3. Many of these
areas are subject &COE jurisdiction pursuant to Section 404 of the Clean Water Act, as well as
CDFW and RWQCSB jurisdictionsimpacts to jurisdictional aquatic resources lgooccur as a
result of theproposed projecas shown orFigure 4.3-8, Impacts to Jurisdictional Aquatic
Resourcesand summarized in Table 41B. The proposed projectvould result inpotentially
significantimpacts to jurisdictional ared#mthon and offsite.

Impacts to jurisdictional aquatic resouraasthe project sitewould beavoided and minimized
through project desigto the extent feasible. Neverthelegstentially significantimpacts to
jurisdictional resourcewould occur with project implemeation. In total, direct impacts to&l
acreg67,410 linear feet)f jurisdictional resources under the jurisdiction of A@OE, RWQCB,
and CDFW are expected with project implementation. These impacts consist of 1.§2,80%s
linear feet)of onsite wetland waters of thElnited State®r gateand riparian habitat; 328acres
(60,549 linear feetdf nonwetland waters of th&nited States waters of thestate and CDFW
streambedsO(05acres that are off site); and 0.02 acré4 linear feet)of onsite nonrwetland
waters of thdJnited States waters of thestate and CDFW riparian habitat. In addition to these
impacts, another 45 acres(3,895 linear feetpf riparian habitat on site under only CDFW
jurisdiction would be impacted with project develognt. Table 4.3-18 identifies impactsto
jurisdictional aquatic resourceshich would require permitand authorizationom theACOE,
CDFW, and RWQCB.
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Table 4.3-18. Impacts to Jurisdictional Aquatic Resources

ImpactsAcreage (linear feet) Total
On Site Off Site Acres Total Impacts
Wetlands Vegetatior (linear (linear feet)
Community Perni Temp Perm Temp feet} (Percent of Total
ACOHFRWQCB Wetlands and CDFW Riparian Areas
Cismontane Alkali — — — — 0.40 0 (0) (0%)
Marsh (356)
Disturbed Wetlands 0.01 — — — 0.07 0.01(57) (14%)
(57) (145)
Coastal and Valley 0.02 — — — 0.02 0.02 (52) (100%)
Freshwater Marsh (52) (52)
Disturbed Coastal and 0.12 — — — 0.12 0.12 (346) (100%)
Valley Freshwater (346) (346)
Marsh
Mulefat Scrub 0.11 0.34 — — 1.73 0.45 (717) (26%)
(243) (474) (2,466)
Southern Arroyo Willow — — — — 1.54 0(0) (0%)
Riparian Forest (1,416)
Southern Willow Scrub 0.72 0.03 — — 0.79 0.74 (1,329) (94%)
(1,228) (100) (1,573)
Disturbed Southern 0.48 (402) — — — 0.48 0.48 (402) (100%)
Willow Scrub (402)
ACOERWQCE 1.46 0.37 — — 5.16 1.83(2,903(32%)
Wetlands and CDF  (2,328) (574) (6,756) | (4% of the total
Riparian Areg jurisdictional arei
Subtotal
ACOERWQCB Newetland Waters and CDFW Streambed
Non-Vegetated 2.94 0.83 0.04 0.02 9.88 3.82 (60,549)
Channel or Floodway (45,416) (14,021) (744) (368) (130,160) (39%)
ACOERWQCB NewWetland Waters and GBRiparian Habitat
Disturbed Wetlands | 0.02(64) | — |  — | — | 0.02(64) | 0.02(64)(100%)
CDFWOnly Riparian Habitat
Arundo-Dominated 0.95 (1,046) 0.44 (459) — — 1.40 1.38 (1,505)
Riparian (1,571) (100%)
Coast Live Oak 2.37 (935) 0.03 (42) — — 25.08 2.40 (978) (10%)
Woodland (12,709)
Mulefat Scrub 0.04 (87) 0.06 (86) — — 0.13(225) | 0.10(174) (77%)
Southern Sycamore— 0.17 (967) 0.04 (175) — — 3.23 0.21 (1,142) (6%)
Alder Riparian (3,958)
Woodland
Southern Willow Scrub 0.07 (96) — — — 0.07 (96) 0.07 (96) (100%)
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Table 4.3-18. Impacts to Jurisdictional Aquatic Resources

ImpactsAcreage (linear feet) Total
On Site Off Site Acres Total Impacts
Wetlands Vegetatior (linear (linear feet)

Community Perni Temp Perm Temp feet} (Percent of Total
CDFWOnNly Riparia] 359 3,132 0.56(762) — — 29.91 | 415(3,895(14%)
Habitat Subtot (18,558) | (9% of the total
jurisdictional arei

Total | 800 60,94} | 1.% (15,385] 0.04(744) | 0.02(368) 44.97 981 (67,410)

(155,539) (22%)

Notes:ACOE = U.S. Army Corps of Engineers; RWQCB = Regional Water Quality Control Board; CDFW = California Department of Fish and
Wildlife.
T Totals may not sum due to rounding.

Indirect Impacts. Many of the potentigiemporaryandpermanenindirect impacts tgensitive plats
andvegetation communities describedSections 4.3.5.1 and 4.3.4a50 apply to jurisdictional
aquatic resource®otentialtemporaryindirect impacts to jurisdictional resourcas and off site
would primarily result from construction activities andlude impacts related to or resulting from
the generation of fugitive dysthanges in hydrology resulting from constructipncluding
sedimentation and erosipand the introduction of chemical pollutants (including herbicides).

Long-term indirect inpacts could result from the proximity of theoposed projedb jurisdictional
resources after construction. Permanent indirect impacts that could affect jurisdictional resources
include generation of fugitive dust, habitat fragmentation, chemical pat$ytaltered hydrology,
nortnative invasive species, increased human activity, alteration of the natural fire regime, and
shadingIndirect impacts to jurisdictional resources would be potentially significant.

Mitigation Measures

The implementation oMiti gation Measure8I0-6, BIO-7, BIO-10, andBIO-15 would reduce
project impacts to wetland resources to below a level of significance.

Mitigation for potential permanentindirect impacts tojurisdictional resourcesrequires
conformance with the Land Use Adgncy Guideliness specified in the Draft Santee MSCP
Subarea Plaras required by Mitigation Measure BB The guidelines include control of urban
runoff, toxins and pollutants, public activities in open space, and deliberate planting of exotic
invasivespecieswhich would be required by implementation of Mitigation Measure-BIAs
required byitigation MeasuréBlO-7, aStandard Urban Stormwateraagement Plan would be
preparedn compliance witlthe federal Clean Water Act, NPDES, and SWBIR tlat storm flows
conveyed from theproject sitedo not adversely affect offite jurisdictional resources by
significantly altering natural hydrologic patterAsiditionally, Mitigation MeasuréBlO-10would
reduce impacts to jurisdictional resources by neqggithat allherbicidesused during landscaping
activities becontained within th@roposed proje6t Bnpact footprintand weed control treatments
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include all legally permitted chemical, manual, and mechanical methods applied with the
authorization of theCourty agriculture commissionemdirect impacts related to water quality
would be less than significant dgscribed in Section 9.

Permanent and temporary impacts t81%cres (including onand oftsite areas) undekCOE,
RWQCB, and CDFW jurisdictimare expected with project implementation. A total&DZacres
of mitigation would be requiredased ormitigation ratios set forth ithe Draft Santee MSCP
Subarea Plan (City of Santee 20IB)e Habitat Preserve would conserve 32.31 attresnajoriy

of which could only be used fahe preservatiorcomponent of the mitigation requiremésée the
Wetland Mitigation Plafincluded inAppendix S tahe Biological Technical Report for the Fanita
Ranch Projegt for detailg. Table 4.319 summarizes theroposed projebt gemporary and
permanenimpacts and required mitigation ratios.
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7|
Table 4.3-19. Mitigation Requirements for Impacts to
Jurisdictional Aquatic Resources
Habitat
Preserve
Permanent| Temporary Total Mitigation
Impact Impact Total Mitigation Credit
Wetlands Vegetation | Acreage Acreage Impact | Mitigation| Requirementl  Acreage
Community (linear feet)| (linear feet)) Acreage | Ratiol?2 (Acres) (linear feet)
ACOE/RWQCB Wetlands and CDFW Riparian Areas
Disturbed Wetlands 0.01 (57) — 0.01 (57) 2:1 0.02 0.06 (89)
Coastal and Valley 0.02 (52) — 0.02 (52) 2:1 0.05 —
Freshwater Marsh
Disturbed Coastal and 0.12 (346) — 0.12 (346) 2:1 0.24 —
Valley Freshwater Marsh
Mulefat Scrub 0.11 (242) 0.34 (474) | 0.45(717) 3:1 1.35 1.13 (1,381)
Southern Arroyo Willow — — — 3:1 — 1.54 (1,416)
Riparian Forest
Southern Willow Scrub 0.72(1,228) | 0.03(100) 0.74 3:1 2.23 0.04 (244)
(1,329)
Disturbed Southern Willow 0.48 (402) — 0.48 (402) 3:1 1.45 —
Scrub
ACOE/RWQCB/CDH 1.46 (2,328| 0.37 (574) 1.83 — 5.33 2.78 (3,129)
Subtotal (2,903)
ACOE/RWQCB Nwretland Waters and CDFW Streambed
Non-Vegetated Channel or 2.98 0.85 3.82 2:1 7.64 5.84 (67,011)
Floodway (46,160) (14,389) (60,549)
ACOE/RWQCB Nwetland Waters and CDFW Riparian Habitat
Disturbed Wetlands | 002(64) |  — | o002(64) | 21 003 | —
CDFWOnlyRiparian Habitat
Arundo-Dominated 0.95(1,046) | 0.44 (459) 1.38 2:1 2.77 0.02 (66)
Riparian (1,509)
Coast Live Oak Woodland 2.37 (935) 0.03(42) | 2.40(978) 3:1 719 22.68 (11,731)
Mulefat Scrub 0.04 (87) 0.06 (86) 0.10 (174) 3:1 0.29 0.03 (51)
Southern Sycamore—Alder 0.17 (967) 0.04 (175) 0.21 3:1 0.62 0.96 (979)
Riparian Woodland (1,142)
Southern Willow Scrub 0.07 (96) — 0.07 (96) 3:1 0.20 —
CDFWOnNlySubtotal 3.59 (3,132 0.56 (762) 4.15 — 11.07 23.70 (12,827
(3,895)
TotalAcreage 8.04 1.77 9.81 — 24.07 32.31 (82,967
(50,941) (15,385) | (67,410)

Notes ACOE = U.S. Army Corps of Engineers; RWQCB = Regional Water Quality Control Board; CDFW = California Department of Fish and

Wildlife. Acreages may not add due to rounding.

' Mitigation ratios are based on the Draft Santee MSCP Subarea Plan (City of Santee 2018).

2 Temporary impacts would occur from the grading buffer and manufactured slopes, which are unlikely to provide in-place restoration. Therefore,
temporary impacts shall be considered permanent and mitigated accordingly.
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As describedin Section 4.3.5.1Mitigation MeasureBIO-15 would require implementation of a
Wetland Mitigation Plato reduce permanent and temporary impacts to wetlands under the jurisdiction
of ACOE, RWQCB, and CDFW to below a level of significarigitigation ratiosbased on the Draft
Santee MSCP Subarea Plan included in TabléSisBall be included in the Wetland Mitigation Plan.

As described hereitimplementation oMitigation Measure810-6, BIO-7, BIO-10, and BIG15
would reduce impacts to jurisdictional wetlandsitess than significarievel.

4.3.54 Threshold 4: Native Resident or Migratory Fish or Wildlife Species

Would the proposed project interfere substantially with the movement of any native resident or
migratory fish or wildlife species or with established native resident migratory corridors, or impede the
uses of native wildlife nursery sites?

Impact: The proposed project would potentially interfere  Mitigation: Preserve Management Plan (BIO-1), Land

with wildlife movement corridors and impede movement Use Adjacency Guidelines (BIO-6), Habitat Preserve

by native species. Protection (BIO-9), Weed Control Treatments (BIO-10),
Wildlife Protection (BIO-20), Wildlife Corridor (BIO-22),
Wildlife Undercrossings (BIO-23).

Significance Before Mitigation: Potentially significant. ~ Significance After Mitigation: Less than significant.

Impact Analysis

Direct Impacts. Currently the entire projecits functions as both liven habitat for a wideariety of

large and small wildlife, and functions as partial territory for the largest of mammals (i.e., mountain
lion, muledeer, bobcat, and coyot&he entire project site allows for wildlife movement without
distinct wildlife corridors and habitahkages. The project sitkoes not provide habitat for migratory

fish speciesThe project ge also acts as a movement corridor (e.g., Sycamore Canyon) between
County open space, MCAS Miramar, and Santee Liakeseation Preseryas shownonth€i t y 6 s
Draft MSCPSubarea Plan Preserve Areas Map (City of Santee 2018, Fiyre 4

Wildlife corridors are intended to allow for genetic flow of microfauna and macrofauna at a landscape
level. This intent is well outlined within the MSCP and the Draft Santee MEsiB&ea Plan. Because

the Draft Santee MSCP Subarea Plan focuses on conservation of habitat on an ecosystem level, the
preserve design of the Plan established planning goals regarding corridors within each subunit. The
primary preserve goals for the FaniRanch Subunére discussed in Section 4.3.2.3.

Wildlife corridors have been designated through MSCP planning in the Draft Santee MSCP Subarea
Plan including the project site as a habitat block that promotes wildlife moveviieather or not the

Draft Santee MSCP Subarea Plan is implemented, these areas would be important connections for
wildlife between aremeast, west, and north of the projéet i a posjproject scenario. Two locations

pass thragh the western portion of the projeite $0 MCAS Mramar, one connectle northeastern

portion of the projectite to lands within the County, and another crosses to the north to lands within
the County(City of Santee 2018, Figure3). As a result, there would be direct impacts to habitat
linkages ananildlif e corridors as a result pfoposed projeaevelopment
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Figure 4.39, Local Wildlife Corridors shows the proposed corridors and connections for local
and regional wildlife movemenihe proposedproject design provides for a primary wildlife
corridor through the nortkentral portions of thproposed projectvith a minimum width of 1,150
feet.This criterion meets generally accepted wildlife movement principles and Draft Santee MSCP
Subarea PlaGuidelines. An additional corridor exists along ti@thern boundary of the project

site, which is mostly 1,400 or more feet wide and buffers a canyon. It reiwo8d9 feet for
approximately 800 feet, btiis area is adjacent fwotectedand managed County of San Diego
Park Preserviands The entirenorthern edgéuffers existing protected preserve lands to the north
which meets the Draft Santee MSCP Plan Guidelines. To the west, a large corridor buffering
Sycamore Canyon Creek is provided. This corridor is between 1,000 and 400 feet wide (at the
detantion basin which couldlsobe used for movement), but is further widened by the adjacent
military base and conserved preserve areas along the entire bo(Fidarg 4.39).

Figure 4.310, Regional Wildlife Corridorsidentifies local and regional wildé corridors within

5 miles of the project site. The open space configuration for the proposed project would maintain
connectivity to the north into the Goodan Ranch/Sycamore Canyon County Preserve, to the east
into open space County lands, and to the we#stMCAS Miramar open space (which contains

over 3,000 acres of coastal sage scrub and 9,000 acres of chapltaig¢e corridors lead to, or

buffer, a regional corridor along Sycamore Canyon. Therefore, the landscalee habitat
connections for mgonal wildlife movement would not be substantially affectedpending on

future development within the adjacent County lands to the easproipesed projecivould

provide another secondary wildlife corridor, varying in width from 508 feet to 1,400aleety

the eastern boundary currently adjacent to extant habitat(&igase 4.310).

After buildout of thgproposed projecivildlife movement to the portion of the open spHeditat
Preserve in the southern portion of f®ject sitemay be constraied by village development to

the north and thetreetghatwould border the open space to the wésdr(ita Parkway extension

and improvemenjsand to the east (Cuyamaca Stredension and improvemeitsn addition,

wildlife movement to and from the ggal portion of théHabitat Reserve northeast of tipeoposed
Farm(labeledi AricultureU s @roFigure 4.3)would be constraineloly the twq mainproposed
eastwest traversingtreets(St r e et s ) ¥hat wauldabnnéctévillage development

To avoid hinderingvildlife movementat nt er i or Str eet s the Cwamacad i W,
Street extensim a wildlife undercrossingvould be constructed approximately 400 feet south of

the project limitsalong Cuyamaca Strett adequately convey coyes, mule deer, and smaler

sized wildlife usingexisting or manufactured topograpiihe proposecdrossing, whichwould
measure 6.9 meters (22.5 feet) wide by 3.7 meters (12.0 feet) tall by 35.0 meters (115 feet) long
(0.7 openness rafiy would meet thessuggested 0.6 openness ratio suggested for mule deer and
other large mammals in Southern California.

t The ACOE defines a culvert’s openness ratio as the culvert’s cross-sectional area divided by its length. This is calculated in
meters.
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Despite the project design incorporating open space and wildlife movement corridors,
development of the proposed project wosilidl have the potential teesult in significant direct
impacts to wildlife movement corridors in the regiogquiringmitigation

Indirect Impacts. Wildlife movement would be affected by many of the other indirect effects discussed
in Section 4.3.5.1 for impacts to speatitus wildlife. Permanent developmesgiited indirect impacts

to wildlife movement would includeoise, vibration, lighting, increased human activity, altered fire
regimes (see Section 4.18, Wildfire), and increased roadkill. Development of the proposed project would
result in significant indirect impacts to wildlife movement corridors both on arsttenff

Mitigation Measures

Implementation of Mitigation Measures BIDBIO-6, BIO-9, BIO-10, and BIG20 describedh Section
4.3.5.1would preserve asite habitat areas designed as wildlife movement corridors and provide links
to off-site habitat areablitigation Measures BI€22 and BIG23 would design and implement a wildlife
corridor and crossings for wildlife movement in the northeastern part of the project site and under the
Cuyamaca Street extension off site, respectively. Implementation of thegiom measures would
reduce impacts to wildlife corridors and habitat linkages to below a level of significance.

Due to the approximate 9&re block ofHabitat Preserve (Mitigation Measure BK)in the
southern portion of theroject site the loss bconstraint of local wildlife movement opportunities
would not adversely affect genetic exchange and diversity of populations at the landscape level.
None of the wildlife species that would be affected or displaced by the loss or constraint of local
movenent areas have genetically unique or endemic populations that would be functionally
isolated from other populations, and the regional habitat linkages would ensure that genetic
exchange and diversity of these species in the region would be maintained.

Implementatiorof Mitigation Measures BIB, BIO-7, BIO-9, and BIG10 would reducepotential
indirectimpactsto wildlife movement corridor lessthan significantevelsthroughconformance
with the Land Use Adjacency Guidelines as specified inDitadt Santee MSCP Subarea Plan.
Typical restrictions (e.ghest management practi¢@sd requiements that address erosiamoff
and weed control treatments would be enfaréeduding the constructierelated minimization
measures required by the federala@l&Vater Act, NPDES, and SWPRPRanting of cactus patches
along thedevelopmeritHabitat Preserve interfaceand weed control treatmentslitigation
Measure BIG20, which employstreetsigns, speed bumps, or other traffalming devices along
the north ad south collectostreetgo allow wildlife to cross more safelyould reduce longerm
indirect impacts to wildlife movement tess than significarievel.

Mitigation Measure BIG22, which would provide a wildlife corridor along therthern, western
and easterrproject siteboundaies would reduce impacts to wildlife corridors to less than
significant.Mitigation Measure BIG23, whichrequires the provision of wildlife undercrossings
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under Cuyamaca Street and Fanita Parkwawld reducedirect andndirect impacts to wildlife
includingwestern spadefogto aless than significarevel.

BIO-22: Wildlife Corridor. The projectshallinclude an interiocorridor that is minimally 1,@0
feet wideanda northern cordor that is minimally 1,80 feet wde with the exception of
one location that narrows to 600 feet for an approximatef@@dength. This length is
adjacent taheprotected and manag&bodan Ranch/Sycamore Canyon Presduvéhe
north sat would still function for wildlife movement ahountain lion coastalCalifornia
gnatcatcherand all other specie$he western boundashallinclude a corridor that is
mostly approximately 1,000 feet wide except at the southern edge where it narrows to
400 feetat the stormwater catch basirhis ertire area is bordereahdmanaged by the
Marine Corps Air Statiorintegrated Natural Resources Management.Rianrder to
retain wildlife movement to the north along the eastern boundary girtiect site a
secondary corridor has been included

Throughout the Habitat Preserve, the following measshedibe implemented:

1. Lighting shall be directed toward development and shielded away from the
Habitat Preserve.

2. Trails shallnot be in use from dusk to dawn, pets must be on leashesadad
shall only be used for hiking and biking with the exception of the extreme
northeastern trail (approximate 1,2fat long section) that is already established
for equestrian use.

3. Trailsshallbe managed in accordance with the Public Access(R[grendix Tto
theBiological Technical Report for the Fanita Ranch Prgjestd disclosed in the
Covenants, Codes & Restrictions (CC&RS)

a. Only the trail types discussed within tRablic Access Plashallbe allowed;

b. Unnecessary trailshallbe abandoned and restdrin acordance with thé&ublic
Access PlapPreservéManagemeri®lan (Appendix P to the Biological Technical
Report for the Fanita Ranch Projeeidd Upland Restoration Plé&ppendix Q to
the Biological Technical Report for the Fanita Ranch Projeat)

c. Trails shallbe monitored on a regular basis and protected and mainiained
accordance with thRublic Access PlaandPreserve Management Pjan

4. Trails may be temporarily closed to contublauthorizedccess.

5. Trails may be closed on a seasonal basis to pr@eewered Species in the
Habitat Reserve

6. Streetfivoandfiw, which connectheVineyard Mllage to Fanita Commons and
Orchard Village shall provide safety lightingthat shall be button started with a
timer shutoff delay such that lightinghallnot pemanently be on at night, but only
on when needed for emergency purpasgsedestrian safety
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BI0O-23: Wildlife Undercrossings. A wildlife undercrossing shall be constructed approximately
400 feet south of thergect site boundaryvithin the Cuyamaca Stréeextensionto
adequately convey coyotes, mule deer, and smsilted wildlife The wildlife
undercrossinghall utilize existing or manufactured topography. The crosshmagl be
designed to provide a greater than 0.6 openness ratio (calculated asmadgtimeight
divided by length ilmmeters seethe Biological Technical Report for the Fanita Ranch
Project Figures 57b and 57c¢, Wildlife Corridors and CrossingCrossingshallhave
a raised floor and/or side platform to allow dry passage for wild¥ifien water is
flowing.

In addition, a 48-inch reinforced concrete pipeulvert and directional curbshall be
constructedo allow western spadefoand other small wildlife to cross under FaRitakway
to reducepermanenindirect impacts téhese spaes(seethe Biological Technical Report
for the Fanita Ranch Projeétigure5-7a, LocalWildlife Corridorg.

4355 Threshold 5: Tree Preservation
Would the proposed project conflict with any local policies or ordinances protecting biological resources,
such as atree preservation policy or ordinance?

Impact: The proposed project would not conflict with  Mitigation: No mitigation is required.
local tree preservation policies and ordinances.

Significance Before Mitigation: Less than significant.  Significance After Mitigation: Less than significant.

Impact Analysis

The City of Sant eebs Ur b a-melatedopolieiesst regylatidds, dnd n a n c ¢
generally accepted standards for planting, trimming, and removing trees on public property and
publicrightsof-way (SanteeMunicipal Code Section8.06[City of Santee202(). The ordinance

gives the City control of all trees, shrubs, and other plantings in any street, park, publit-right

way, landscape maintenance district or easement, or otheoWiiyd property. City revig of
development plans for theity-ownedand maintained propertyould ensure that theroposed
landscaping and maintenance requiremeatgorm to the Urban Fos&y Ordinance. Therefore,
theproposedgroject would comply with th&Jrban Forestry Ordinancand impacts would be less

than significant

In the Conservation ElementtbeSantee General Plan, biological resources are discussed and specific
objectives and policies are presented. As discussed in further detail in elflidrand Use and
Planning,the proposed projeatioes not conflict with any objectives or policies as presented in the
Conservation Element of ti&anteegseneral Planmpacts would be less than significant.
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Mitigation Measures

Impacts associated with citints with local policies or ordinances protecting biological resources
would be less than significarftherefore, no mitigation measures are required.

4.3.5.6 Threshold 6: Habitat Conservation Plan
Would the proposed project conflict with the provisions of an adopted Habitat Conservation plan, Natural

Community Conservation Plan, or other approved local, regional, or state habitat conservation plan?

Impact: The proposed project would not conflict with  Mitigation: No mitigation is required.
local policies and ordinances or with provisions of the
adopted MSCP Subregional Plan.

Significance Before Mitigation: Less than significant. ~ Significance After Mitigation: Less than significant.

Impact Analysis

As discussed in Section 4.3.2.3, the Citndsively preparingts Draft MSCP Subarea Plan. The
Draft SantedSCP Subarea Plamould implement the MSCP Subregional Plan and is intended to
result in issuance to the City of federal and state authorizations (péamitee take of certain listed
threatened or endangerspecies. These authorizations would be granted to the City by USFWS and
CDFW pursuant to Section 10(a)(1)(B) of the Endangered Species Acextn 2835 othe
California Natural Community Conservation Planning Act, respectively. The City, in tagnthen
extend the takauthoriationsto public and private projects within its jurisdiction, as long as those
biological resources are adequately conserved b$aneedVISCP Subarea Plan and the projects
are consistent with and covered by the provisaiitie SanteeMSCP Subarea Plan.

The proposed projectlesign is consistent with the Draft Santee MSCP Subarea Plan through
specific adherence to conditions of coverage and mitigation/conveyance requiremiesaitd|fioe
CoveredProjectsas defined in th®raft Santee MSCP Subarea Plan (City of Santee 2018). The
proposed projeavould not compromise continued implementation of the MSCP in the County or
other cities because thefubarea Plado not rely on the City of Santee for coverage of any
species. FRdhermore, the current project footprint has been reduced from the previous
developmenhardlinefootprint identified in the approved 1998 MSCP PI@ity of San Diego
1998. A large development bubble in the southern portion site from the 1998 projept des
removed, increasing the size of the curigabitat Preservby more than 200 acres. Development

of the proposed projeatould contribute 1,68.4 acres to the targeted 171,917 acres within the
MHPA for conservation Gity of San Diegol998). Therefece, implementation of the current
project design would be consistent with the Draft Santee MSCP Subarea Plan and would not
compromise future implementation of thESCP Subarea Plan within the City of Santee because
the current projectneets all requiremesitandprovides a greater level of conservatithran
required for the Santee MSCP Subarea Plan pursuant to the MSCP Plan
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Theproposegroject comprises the Fanita Ranch Subunit oftredt SanteeMSCP Subarea Bh.
The SanteeGeneral Plan, including its ddservation Element, and the NC@&hrollment
Agreement executed by the City require that any developmeéhé City comply with théraft
MSCPSubarea Plan. Threquiremengappliesto theproposed projecind all other development
that would impact biolgical resources in the City.

Therefore, the proposed projécs c o n s i s tMSG@RSybarea Plalvoult e ensured by
the City, and impacts related to consistency with HCPs would be less than significant.

Mitigation Measures

Impacts toan adoptedHCP, Natural Community Conservation Plan, or other approved local,
regional, or statelCPwould be less than significaritherefore, no mitigatiors required.

4.3.6 Cumulative Impacts and Mitigation Measures

Would the proposed project have a cumulatively considerable contribution to a cumulative biological
resources impact considering past, present, and probable future projects?

Cumulative Impact Significance Proposed project Contribution

Threshold 1: Candidate, Sensitive, or Less than significant Not cumulatively considerable
Special-Status Species

Threshold 2: Riparian Habitat or Other Less than significant Not cumulatively considerable
Sensitive Natural Communities

Threshold 3: Wetlands Less than significant Not cumulatively considerable

Threshold 4: Native Resident or Migratory Less than significant Not cumulatively considerable
Fish or Wildlife Species

Threshold 5: Tree Preservation Less than significant Not cumulatively considerable

Threshold 6: Habitat Conservation Plans Less than significant Not cumulatively considerable

4.3.6.1 Cumulative Threshold 1: Candidate, Sensitive, or Special-Status Species

Cumulative projects in thecinity of the project sitevould have the potential to result in impacts

to speciailstatus plant and wildlife species, includingdasf habitat. Several of the cumulative
projects presenteth Table 42, Cumulative Projectsin Chapter 4, Environmental Impact
Analysis,are planned within undeveloped areas and would likely result in loss of habitat or edge
effects that would impact spial-status plant and wildlife specigSumulative projectsvith the
potential to result in cumulative impacts to sensitive plant and wildlife speciesle the Santee
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Lakes Recreation Preserve Expansion profeatkside (formerly Hillside Meadows3ycamore
Landfill expansion project, Carlton Oaks Cayn€lub, and others.

Adjacentand nearbyurisdictions, includinghe City of San DiegpCountyof San Diegpand
federally managed landsike MCAS Miramar would be required to comply with applicable
federal and/ostate regulations that provide protections for spestiaius plant and wildlife species

such as~ESA CESA and the California NCCP Act. In addition, some projects that affect special
status species require approval from the USFWS and the CDB\ghificant impacts occur from
particular cumulative projects, then mitigation measures are implemented to reduce impacts to the
extent feasiblén compliance with CEQA

The City and County of San Diego MSCPs and Draft Santee MSCP Subarea Plashestabli
conservation goals and objectives to preserve critical biological resources at a sustainable level on a
regional scale and set mitigation standards to be applied at the project lenilirtoze the

cumulative effect®f projects in the MSCP planningea. The City and County of San Diego have

MSCP Subarea Plans in place that are applicable tuthelativeprojects within their jurisdictions

and the City is committed to applying the conservation standards of the MSCP Plan and Draft
Subarea Plan to delpment in the CityThe Draft Santee MSCP Subarea Plan has been prepared

to meet NCCP criteria and reduce cumulative project imghmsigh participation in a regional

habitat preservation program thadds an extra level of ongoinpabitatmanagementThe Draft

Santee MSCP Subarea Plan is also intended to provide cumulative mitigation for impacts to Covered
Species within the City of Santeeb6s jurisdict
conserved to assist in the conservation and ergoof Covered Species under the MS@Ry
projects, i ncluding the proposed pr ojeaquicet , app'!
to beconsistent with th®raft Santee MSCFSubarea Planwvhen adopted, or if nodapted the

MSCP Plan andguiding principles,which are uniform throughout the MSCP ar&ecause

cumulative projects and the proposed projeciuld be required tomeet or exceed MSCP
requirementslirected toward regional conservatiandprojectspecificmitigation measures would
beimplementedtoredudeh e proposed projectds i mpacts to s
below a level of significance, the proposed project woalttribute to species recovemherefore,

the proposed ptoeffeetsoon Speciagoutdmdt beicumulatively considerable.

4.3.6.2 Cumulative Threshold 2: Riparian Habitat or Other Sensitive
Natural Communities

Cumulative projects located in thiinity of the proposed project sitewve the potential to result

in impacts associated with ripami&abitat and other sensitive natural communities through direct
and indirect loss or degradatiddome of the cumulative projects listedTable 42 in Chapter 4
would occurin undisturbed areas that affect riparian hab@tatl other sensitive vegetation
communities Examplecumulative projectsvith the potential to result in cumulative impacts to
sensitive vegetation communitiesgay include the Santee Lakes Recreation Preserve Expansion
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project, Parkside (formerly Hillside Meadowsgycamore Landfill exansion project, Carlton
Oaks County Club, and others.

Adjacentand nearbyurisdictions, includinghe City of San DiegpCountyof San Diegp and
federally managed landgkke MCAS Miramar would be required to comply with applicable
federal and/ostateregulations suchsthe California Lake and Streambed Alteration Program or
the California NCCP Act. These programs provide protections for riparian and other sensitive
habitats. In addition, many projects that affect riparian or other protected hapéatrgquire
approval from the USFWS and the CDFW. If potentially significant impacts would occur from
particular cumulative projects, then mitigation measures would be implemented to reduce impacts
to the extenteasible.

As discussed in Section 4.3.5.2yvélopment under the proposed project would have the potential

to impact riparian and other sensitive habitdise Draft Santee MSCP Subarea Plan is being
preparedfor approval bythe City and wildlife agencies anavould meetNCCP criteria. Any

projects,i ncl uding the proposed project, approved
consistent with th®raft Santee MSCBubarea Plagrwhen adopted, of not adoptedthe MSCP

Plan andguiding principles, which are uniform throughout the MSCP aféa&. Draf Santee

MSCP Subarea Plan is also intended to provide cumulative mitigation for impacts to Covered
Species within the Cityds jurisdiction and to
to assist in the conservation and recovery of Coveredi&painder the MSCPBecause
cumulative projects and the proposed project wdwddrequired tomeet or exceed MSCP
requirementsdirected toward regional conservatiomnd pojectspecific mitigation measures
would mitigate t he pripar@amoa@Etat or ptheo gemsitive dosnmunitiep a c t s
to below a level of significance, the proposed project waolatribute tohabitat conservation
Therefore, the pr opwoslemtbeauruakvehconsideatdent ri but i o

4.3.6.3 Cumulative Threshold 3: Wetlands

Cumulative projects located in theeinity of the project sitewould have the potential to result in
a cumulative impact associated with federallystateprotected wetlandsSeveral cumulative
projects presentad Table 42 in Chapter 4 wouldccurin previously developed and undeveloped
areas that have the potential to result in disturbances to federdlbtatgrotected wetlands. One
potentialexample is th&antee Lakes Recreation Preserve Expansion plogatedto the east of
Fanita Rrkwaynear Carlton Oaks Drive.

Adjacentand nearbyurisdictions, includingthe City of San DiegpCountyof San Diegp and
federally managed land&ke MCAS Miramat would be required to comply with applicable
federal and/ostate regulations such &edions 401 and 404 of th€lean Water Actandthe
Portei Cologne Water Quality Control Act
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Existing regulations would ensure that a significant cumulative impact associated with federally

or stateprotected wetlands would not occlfrpotentially signifiant impacts would occur from

particular cumulative projects, then mitigation measures would be implemented to reduce impacts

as requiredo meet the nmetloss standardSimilarly, the proposed project would mitigats

direct impacts to a less than sigrant level. Therefore, the proposed projecs cont ri buti on
not be cumulatively considerable.

4.3.6.4  Cumulative Threshold 4: Native Resident or Migratory Fish or Wildlife
Species

Cumulative projects located in theinity of the project sitevould have lie potential to result in a
cumulative impact associated with wildlife movement corridors and habitat link&gesral
cumulative projects presented Table 42 in Chapter 4would occurin previously developed and
undeveloped areas that have the potetatieesult in the regional loss of wildlife movement corridors
and habitat linkage€EExample projects may include Carlton Oaks Country Clulgantee Lakes
Recreation Preserve Expansion projecd Walker TrailsDevelopment of the proposed project in
combnation with these cumulative projects would potentially impact wildlife movement coraddrs
habitat linkagesvithin and through the City to neighboring jurisdictions.

Adjacentand nearbyurisdictions, includinghe City of San DiegpCountyof San Digo, and
federally managed landike MCAS Miramar would be required to comply with applicable
federal and/ostate regulations such as the California NCCP, Adtich supports the continued
provision of wildlife movementcorridors If potentially significat impacts would occur from
particular cumulative projects, then mitigation measures would be implemented to reduce impacts
to the extent feasible.

As discussed in Section 4.3.5.4, the proposed project would have the potential to impact wildlife
movement orridors and habitat linkage3he project proposes mitigation measures that would
preserve ossite habitat areas designed as wildlife movement corridors and provide linksstie off
habitat ares, reducing project impacts to less than significant.

Anyproj ect s, including the proposed project, ap
required to beconsistent with théraft Santee MSCP ubareaPlan, when adopted, or if not

adopted the MSCPPlan andguiding principles, which are uniform throughabe MSCP area.

The Draft Santee MSCP Subarea Plan is also intended to provide cumulative mitigation for

i mpacts to Covered Species within the Cityobs
resources are conserved to assist in the conservatioreeneery of Covered Species under the

MSCP. Because emulative projects and the proposed proyeatild be required tmeet or exceed

MSCP requirements, and peotspecific mitigation measures wouldeduce the proposed
projectds i mpact 4 cotridors and Ihabitai linkagesmo betom e revel of

Draft Revised EIR 4.3-128 May 2020
Fanita Ranch Project



g Harris & Associates Section 4.3: Biological Resources

significance, the proposed project woplaéservewildlife movement corridors and habitat linkages
Therefore, the pr opwoslemtb@aumuakvehconsideatent ri but i o

4.3.6.5 Cumulative Threshold 5: Tree Preservation

Cumulative projects located in theeinity of the project sitevould have the potential to result in

a cumulative impact associated wibnflicts with regional or local tree preservation policies or
ordinances Several cumulatie projects presenteid Table 42 in Chapter 4would occurin
previously developed and undeveloped areas that have the potential to result in the regional loss
of treegprotected under regional or local tree preservation policies or ordin&xegspleproects
mayinclude Carlton Oaks Country CluBantee View EstateSantee Lakes Recreation Preserve
Expansion projectand others Development of the proposed project in combination with these
cumulative projects would potentially impaetgionally or locdly protected treeand result in a

conflict with these preservation policies or ordinances.

Adjacentand nearbyurisdictions, includinghe City of San DiegpCountyof San Diege and
federally managed land&ke MCAS Miramat would be required to complhyith applicable
regional or local tree preservation policies or ordinansssliscussed in Section 4.3.5 BetCity
of Santeeds Ur ban For ecated polici€y rdgulations, @arel generatiyt a i n s
accepted standards for planting, trimmiagg removing trees on public property and public rights
of-way SanteeMunicipal Code Section8.06[City of Sante02(Q). The ordinance gives the City
control of all trees, shrubs, and other plantings in any street, park, publiofighly, landscape
maintenance district or easement, or other-0wyed property. City revie of development plans
for the proposed mject would ensure that thproposed improvementsonform to the
requirements of the Urban Fetey Ordinance. Therefore, theroposed mject and other
cumulative projectsvould be required t@omply with the Urban Forestry Ordinanagcondition

of project approvalA significant cumulative impact associated watttonflict witha local tree
preservation ordinance would not occtliherefore,the proposed projecin combination with
other cumulative projectsyould notresult ina significant cumulative impacthe proposed
projecb sontributionwould not be cumulatively considerable.

4.3.6.6 Cumulative Threshold 6: Habitat Conservation Plans

Severa cumulative projects presented Table 42 in Chapter 4would occurin previously
developed and undeveloped areas that would have the potential to result in the regional loss of
sensitive biological resourcgwotected under regional or locllCPs Devebpment of the
proposed project in combination with these cumulative projects would potentially isepsdive
biological resourceand result in a conflict withegional or local HCPs

Adjacentand nearbyurisdictions, includingthe City of San DiegpCounty of San Diegp and
federally managed landike MCAS Miramar, would be required to comply with applicable
regional or local HCPs or NCCP=such as th€ity and County o6an Diego MSC® If potentially
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significant impacts would occur from particulaungulative projects, then mitigation measures
would be implemented to reduce impacts to the extent feasible.

The proposegroject would bedesigned to meet MSCP Plan Design Criteria and the NCCP
Process Guideline3he Draft Santee MSCP Subarea Plan is ggreparedor approval bythe

City andwildlife agencies, and will meet those critefae to lack of any control of the applicant
over the Santee MSCHubarea Plan approvalocess, the applicant elected to desigrptbposed
project consistent with & higher NCCP standards and MSCP design guidelines, sohéhat
proposedrojectwould attain theconservatiorstandard of NCCP, compared to a lower standard
of a project designed without a regional context.

As discussed in Section 45%, the Draft Sante MSCP Subarea Plan, once finalized, will
contribute to the regional MSCP for preservation, mitigation for impacts, and conservation of
sensitive biological resources within San Diego County. The Draft Santee MSCP Subarea Plan is
also intended to provideimulative mitigation for impacts to Covered Species within the City of
Santeeds jurisdiction and to ensure sufficien
conservation and recovery of Covered Species under the MSCP.

Project impacts would albccur outside the final Habitat Preserve boundary, whiobldvbe
considered part of the MHPA. However, project impacts would occur immediately adjacent to the
Habitat Preserve. Therefore, in addition to progaecific mitigation, the project is requiréo
implement the areapecific management directives (ASMDs), as stated in TalbleSpecies
Evaluated for Coverage under the MSCP, of the MSCP Plan (City of San Diego 1998), for each
Covered Species proposed to be impacted. The project must demohstrateSMDs (or
Conditions of Coverage) would be implemented in order for the species to be considered
ACoveredo by t440320 sv8n@rRes eatha DrafteSantee MSCP Subarea Plan
Covered Species impacted the projectsite, the applicable ASMD, antheproposedpr oj ect 6 s
compliance with that particular ASMD.

For those speciatatus species which are not included under the Draft Santee MSCP Subarea Plan

but are included as Covered Species under the MSCP Plan (City of San Diego 1998}, project
specificmitigation measures would be implemented, as summariz8ddaton 4.3.5.1 imable
4.37forplantsand Tablé.38af or wi I dl i fe, to reduce the prop
to these speciatatus species to less than significant. For MSCP @dv8pecies occurringn

the project sitebut with no other status (e,gnule deer, mountain lion, western bluebjrd)
cumulative impacts to these species would be reducadetss than significarievel due to the
projectspecific mitigation prograrthatwould provide wildlife movement corridors and through
establishment of the Habitat Presenwdich would conserve suitable habitat in a configuration

that preserves genetic exchange and species viability. Additionally, these MSCP Plan Covered
Species argnown to becoveredu nder ot her nei ghboring ,Qituri sdi c
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and County of San Diego and the City of Poway). Therefore, additional protections would be
provided under these neighboring Subarea Plans, further ensuring cumulatieésitoptnese
species would be reducedadtess than significarievel.

Included in Tablet.3-20 are three species (i,evestern spadefoot, Hermes copper butterfly, and

Quino checkerspot butterfly) that asevered under the Draft Santee MSCP SubarealiRibare
notcovered wunder the MSCP Pl an. By 1 mpl ementi
summarized in Tablet.3-20, impacts to these species would not contribute to significant
cumulative impacts.

Table 4.3-20. Multiple Species Conservation Program Consistency Analysis

Draft Santee MSCP
Subarea Plan Covered

Species MSCP Plan ASMD (Tab 3 Project Compliance
San Diego Goldenstar Area specific management directives Mitigation Measures BIO-1 (Preserve
(Bloomeria clevelandii must include monitoring of the Management Plan), which would provide a long-

transplanted population(s), and specific term management plan for the Habitat Preserve,
measures to protect against detrimental | would provide species-specific monitoring and
edge effects to this species. BIO-6 (Land Use Adjacency Guidelines), BIO-9
(Habitat Preserve Protection), BIO-10 (Weed
Control Treatments), and BIO-11 (Argentine Ant
Control and Monitoring) would reduce the
potential impacts of edge effects.

Area specific management directives Mitigation Measures BIO-1 (Preserve

must include species-specific monitoring | Management Plan), which would provide a long-
and specific measures to protect against | term management plan for the Habitat Preserve,
detrimental edge effects to this species, would provide species-specific monitoring, and
including effects caused by recreational BIO-6 (Land Use Adjacency Guidelines), BIO-9
activities. Some populations now occur (Habitat Preserve Protection), BIO-10 (Weed
within a major amendment area (Otay Control Treatments), and BIO-11 (Argentine Ant
Mountain) and at the time permit Control and Monitoring) would reduce the
amendments are proposed, strategies to | potential impacts of edge effects, including the
provide protection for this species within | effects caused by recreational activities. The

the amendment area must be included. project is outside the Otay Mountain

(Proposed take authorization amendment area and therefore that discussion
amendments will have public review does not apply.

through CEQA and NEPA processes and
require approval by CDFW and USFWS.)

Variegated Dudleya
(Dudleya variegpata

San Diego Barrel Cactus Area specific management directives Mitigation Measures BIO-1 (Preserve

(Ferocactus viridesgens | must include measures to protect this Management Plan), which would provide a long-
species from edge effects, unauthorized | term management plan for the Habitat Preserve,
collection, and include appropriate fire and BIO-6 (Land Use Adjacency Guidelines),
management/control practices to protect | BIO-9 (Habitat Preserve Protection), BIO-10
against a too frequent fire cycle. (Weed Control Treatments), and BIO-11

(Argentine Ant Control and Monitoring) would
reduce the potential impacts of edge effects,
unauthorized collecting, and BIO-21 (Fire
Protection Plan) would require fire
management.
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Table 4.3-20. Multiple Species Conservation Program Consistency Analysis

Draft Santee MSCP
Subarea Plan Covered
Species

MSCP Plan ASMD (Tab 3

Project Compliance

Willowy Monardella
(Monardella vimihea

Area specific management directives
must include specific measures to
protect against detrimental edge effects.

Mitigation Measures BIO-1 (Preserve
Management Plan), which would provide a long-
term management plan for the Habitat Preserve,
and BIO-6 (Land Use Adjacency Guidelines),
BIO-9 (Habitat Preserve Protection), BIO-10
(Weed Control Treatments), and BIO-11
(Argentine Ant Control and Monitoring) would
reduce the potential impacts of edge effects.

Western spadefoot
(Spea hammondii

None

Not applicable. However, project mitigation
would include conservation and management of
occupied features (BIO-1, Preserve
Management Plan), enhancement and
restoration of vernal pool resources (BIO-12,
Vernal Pool Mitigation Plan), a relocation plan
inside impact areas (BIO-13, Western
Spadefoot Relocation), and exotic species
control (BIO-19, African Clawed Frog Trapping).

Blainville’s horned lizard
(Phrynosoma blainvillii

Area specific management directives
must include specific measures to
maintain native ant species, discourage
the Argentine ant, and protect against
detrimental edge effects to this species.

Mitigation Measures BIO-1 (Preserve
Management Plan), which would provide a long-
term management plan for the Habitat Preserve,
BIO-6 (Land Use Adjacency Guidelines), BIO-9
(Habitat Preserve Protection), BIO-10 (Weed
Control Treatments), would reduce the potential
impacts of edge effects, and BIO-11 (Argentine
Ant Control and Monitoring) would reduce
impacts to native ants.

Belding’s orange-throated
whiptail (Aspidoscelis
hyperythra beldjngi

Area specific management directives
must address edge effects.

Mitigation Measures BIO-1 (Preserve
Management Plan), which would provide a long-
term management plan for the Habitat Preserve,
and BIO-6 (Land Use Adjacency Guidelines),
BIO-9 (Habitat Preserve Protection), BIO-10
(Weed Control Treatments), and BIO-11
(Argentine Ant Control and Monitoring) would
reduce the potential impacts of edge effects.

Coastal cactus wren
(Campylorhynchus
brunneicapillus sandieggr]

The restoration of maritime succulent
scrub habitat as specified in the Otay
Ranch RMP and GDP must occur at the
specified 1:1 ratio. Area specific
management directives must include
restoration of maritime succulent scrub
habitat, including propagation of cactus
patches, active/adaptive management of
cactus wren habitat, monitoring of
populations within preserves and specific
measures to reduce or eliminate
detrimental edge effects. No clearing of
occupied habitat may occur from the
period February 15 through August 15.

Mitigation Measures BIO-1 (Preserve
Management Plan), which would provide a long-
term management plan for the Habitat Preserve,
would provide species-specific monitoring and
BIO-6 (Land Use Adjacency Guidelines), BIO-9
(Habitat Preserve Protection), BIO-10 (Weed
Control Treatments), and BIO-11 (Argentine Ant
Control and Monitoring) would reduce the
potential impacts of edge effects, BIO-16
(Coastal Cactus Wren Habitat Management),
which would require a coastal cactus wren
management plan, would restore suitable
habitat at a 2:1 ratio, and cactus planting
suitable for this species in temporary impact
areas and along brush management zones
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Table 4.3-20. Multiple Species Conservation Program Consistency Analysis

Draft Santee MSCP
Subarea Plan Covered
Species

MSCP Plan ASMD (Tab 3

Project Compliance

(BIO-2, Upland Restoration Plan, and BIO-9,
Habitat Preserve Protection). All clearing of
suitable habitat will be outside of the nesting
period as identified in the ASMD as directed by
BIO-14 (Nesting Bird Survey).

Coastal California
gnatcatcher

(Polioptila californica
californiga

Area specific management directives
must include measures to reduce edge
effects and minimize disturbance during
the nesting period, fire protection
measures to reduce the potential for
habitat degradation due to unplanned
fire, and management measures to
maintain or improve habitat quality
including vegetation structure. No
cleaning of occupied habitat within the
cities’ MHPAs and within the County’s
Biological Resource Core Areas may
occur between March 1 and August 15.

Mitigation Measures BIO-1 (Preserve
Management Plan), which would provide a long-
term management plan for the Habitat Preserve,
and BIO-6 (Land Use Adjacency Guidelines),
BIO-9 (Habitat Preserve Protection), BIO-10
(Weed Control Treatments), and BIO-11
(Argentine Ant Control and Monitoring) would
reduce the potential impacts of edge effects,
maintain suitable habitat, and provide fire
management. Preconstruction surveys would be
conducted prior to construction to ensure that
direct impacts to this species would be avoided
(BIO-14, Nesting Bird Survey). If the species is
observed, restrictions would be implemented.
All clearing of suitable habitat would be outside
of the nesting period as identified in the ASMD
as directed by BIO-14.

Least Bell's vireo (Vireo bellii
pusillus

Jurisdictions will require surveys (using
appropriate protocols) during the CEQA
review process in suitable habitat
proposed to be impacted and incorporate
mitigation measures consistent with the
404(b)1 guidelines into the project.
Participating jurisdictions’ guidelines and
ordinances, and state and federal
wetland regulations will provide
additional habitat protection resulting in
no net loss of wetlands. Jurisdictions
must require new developments adjacent
to preserve areas that create conditions
attractive to brown-headed cowbirds to
monitor and control cowbirds. Area
specific management directives must
include measures to provide appropriate
successional habitat, upland buffers for
all known populations, cowbird control,
and specific measures to protect against
detrimental edge effects to this species.
Any clearing of occupied habitat must
occur between September 15 and March
15 (i.e., outside of the nesting period).

Protocol surveys were conducted in all areas of
suitable habitat. In addition, preconstruction
surveys would be conducted prior to
construction to ensure that direct impacts to this
species would be avoided (BIO-14, Nesting Bird
Survey). If the species is observed, restrictions
would be implemented. Implementation of
Mitigation Measure BIO-15 (Wetland Mitigation
Plan) would mitigate impacts to suitable habitat
for this species. Mitigation Measures BIO-1,
Preserve Management Plan, which would
provide a long-term management plan for the
Habitat Preserve, and BIO-6 (Land Use
Adjacency Guidelines), BIO-9 (Habitat Preserve
Protection), BIO-10 (Weed Control Treatments),
and BIO-11 (Argentine Ant Control and
Monitoring) would reduce the potential impacts
of edge effects. Implementation of Mitigation
Measure BIO-17 (Brown-Headed Cowbird
Trapping) would remove brown-headed
cowbirds from the project area. Although this
species is unlikely to nest within the project
area, all clearing of suitable habitat would be
outside of the nesting period as identified in the
ASMD as directed by Mitigation Measure BIO-
14,
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Table 4.3-20. Multiple Species Conservation Program Consistency Analysis

Draft Santee MSCP
Subarea Plan Covered
Species

MSCP Plan ASMD (Tab 3

Project Compliance

San Diego fairy shrimp
(Branchinecta
sandiegonensis

Area specific management directives
must include specific measures to
protect against detrimental edge effects
to this species.

Mitigation Measures BIO-1 (Preserve
Management Plan), which would provide a long-
term management plan for the Habitat Preserve,
and BIO-6 (Land Use Adjacency Guidelines),
BIO-9 (Habitat Preserve Protection), BIO-10
(Weed Control Treatments), and BIO-11
(Argentine Ant Control and Monitoring) would
reduce the potential impacts of edge effects;
enhancement and restoration of vernal pool
resources (BIO-12, Vernal Pool Mitigation Plan),
and exotic species control (BIO-19, African
Clawed Frog Trapping).

Quino checkerspot butterfly
(Euphydryas editha guino

None

Not applicable. However, project mitigation
would include conservation and management of
suitable habitat with species-specific
management including success criteria, and
Mitigation Measures BIO-6 (Land Use
Adjacency Guidelines), BIO-9 (Habitat Preserve
Protection), BIO-10 (Weed Control Treatments),
and BIO-11 (Argentine Ant Control and
Monitoring) would reduce the potential impacts
of edge effects, including the effects caused by
recreational activities (BIO-1, Preserve
Management Plan), restoration and
enhancement of suitable habitat within the
Habitat Preserve (BIO-18, Restoration of
Suitable Habitat for Quino Checkerspot Butterfly
and Hermes Copper Butterfly), and BIO-11
(Argentine Ant Control and Monitoring) would
reduce impacts to native ants.

Hermes copper butterfly
(Lycaena hermes

None

Not applicable. However, project mitigation
would include conservation and management of
suitable habitat with species-specific
management, and Mitigation Measures BIO-6
(Land Use Adjacency Guidelines), BIO-9
(Habitat Preserve Protection), BIO-10 (Weed
Control Treatments), and BIO-11 (Argentine Ant
Control and Monitoring) would reduce the
potential impacts of edge effects, including the
effects caused by recreational activities (BIO-1,
Preserve Management Plan), restoration and
enhancement of suitable habitat within the
Habitat Preserve (BIO-18, Restoration of
Suitable Habitat for Quino Checkerspot Butterfly
and Hermes Copper Butterfly), and BIO-11
(Argentine Ant Control and Monitoring) would
reduce impacts to native ants.

Notes: CDFW = California Department of Fish and Wildlife; NEPA = National Environmental Policy Act; USFWS = U.S. Fish and

Wildlife Service
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Futher,amy projects, including the proposed projec
be consistent with thBraft Santee MSCP baeaPlan, when adopted, or if notdapted the

MSCP Plan andguiding principles, which are uniform throughout the MSCP aBzgause

cumulative projects and the proposed project wdwddrequired tomeet or exceed MSCP
requirements, and pextspecific mitigation measures wouldeducet he proposed pr
impactsto below a level of significance, the proposed project woaldribute to thattainment

of conservation goal&entified inregional or local HCRsT her ef or e, the propo
contributian would not be cumulatively considerable.

4.3.7 Comparison of Proposed Project to 2007 Project

The projecsitechas been a key part of tM5€EPP@En TheFinad part i
MSCPPIlancalls for the preservation and management of approxim@@gysquare miles in the
southwesternCounty The Final MSCP Plan and EIR/Environmental Impact Statement was
adopted in August 199&City of San Diego 1998)it outlined a comprehensive regional habitat
preserve system and established minimum conservatimh management requirements for
identified species. The City amended its General Plan to require that future developthent

City be consistent with thRISCPPlan and the DrafanteeMSCP Subarea Plan. The City is in

the process of obtaining approvdlits Draft SanteeMSCP Subarea Plan, which is divided into

six subunits, including the Fanita Ranch Subunit.

During the process of development approvals ptiogposedoroject has become less impactful to
land, habitat, and species. Tdevelopment bubblaacluded in he MHPAmMap that is part of the
FinalMSCP Plan impacted approximately 1,224 acres, including 1,140 acres of habitat, 18 coastal
California gnatcatcher pairs, 22 western spaddmattions, 58 acres of Hermes copper butterfly
habitat, and 58ernal pools and road ruts, 43 of which supported San Diego fairy shrimp.

The previously approve®007 Barratt American Project (approved under CEQA by the City
Council) included three development bubbles and impacted approximately 1,112 acres of habitat
17 California gnatcatcher pairs, 19 western spadefoot locations, 56 acres of Hermes copper
butterfly habitat, and 58 vernal pools and road ruts, 47 of which supported San Diego fairy shrimp
(this version of the project included an approximately-2&@off-site mitigation component).

The currently proposed project includes two development bubbles and impacts approximately
988.77acres oo+ and oftsite sensitive habitajsl4 California gnatcatcher use areas, 14 basins
occupied by western spadefoot, &&es of Hermes copper butterfly suitable habitat, and 111
vernal pools and road ruts (0.41 acres), 34 of which support San Diego fairy shrinoprréndy
proposed projecilso includes fewer impacts to speatdtus plants, larger wildlife movement
corridors, and an approximately 9@@re block of contiguous open space contained within the
Habitat Preserve and connected to other preserves within the vicinity.
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The Preserve Management Plgprovided in Appendix D, was prepared specifically for the
propased project and is intended to address issues raised in prior court rulings in cormigttion
the previouslyapproved projec(2007 Barratt Projekt As discussegreviously with regard to
biology, the rulings concluded that the previous EIR did notideesubstantial evider to support

a conclusion thampacts to Quino checkerspot butterfly would be mitigated to below a level of
significance. The court of appeal opinion in particular indicated that the EIR lduekéallowing

1 A description of the amns needed for active management of Quino checkerspot
butterfly in the Habitat Preserve.

1 Specific performance standards or other guidelines for active management without
utilizing prescribed burns or gragonng i n
not to permit prescribed burns or gazing.

1 Timing and specific details for implementing Quino management activities, which
were subject to the discretion of th@reserve managebased on prevailing
environmental conditions and which consequently ledh&se activities not being
guaranteed to occur at any particular time or in any particular manner.

1 An explanation of why performance standards or providing guidelines for the active
management was impractical or infeasible at the time the EIR was certifie

Although there is not yet a generally accepted management protocol for the Quino checkerspot
butterfly, the Preserve Management Plexcludes habitat management requirements and activities
known to benefit the species (j.babitat connectivity, Argemte ant and invasive plant species
removal, and reduction in efbading activity, grazing, and fire), based on the Draft Santee MSCP
Subarea Plan and the USFWS Recovery Plan for Quino checkerspot butterfly (March 2019 Draft
Amendment). Th&reserve Manageent Plan(Mitigation Measure BIGL) would implement these
strategies as the key to lotgym conservation success for this spedieble4.3-21 compares the

2007 BarratAmericanProjecb s Qui no checker spot butterfly mi
courts with the current proposed program.
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Table 4.3-21. Comparison of Management Actions Between the 2020 Preserve Management Plan
and the 2007 Draft HMP

Management
Actions 202CPreserve Management Plan (Appebdix 2007 Draft HMP
Plans Adoption of several detailed mitigation plans. Draft HMP (only). The 2007 Biological Technical
Completed Report states that the Plans will be prepared, but
no other mitigation plans were included in
submittal.
Vegetation 1 Removal of non-native grasses, weedy material, 91 The Draft HMP include prescribed burns and
Management and duff layers by hand-weeding, mowing, or with grazing which are not permitted by the City:
herbicide (see Section 4.2.3 in Appendix P in EIR periodic fire or alternative vegetation
Appendix D). management techniques such as managed
1 Augmenting the annual host and nectar plant grazing would keep the habitat open and
through seeding (see Section 3.7 in Appendix P suitable for the Quino.
in EIR Appendix D). Host plant species are 91 Does not identify where habitat enhancement
included in the plant pallets of the Upland actions to promote appropriate Quino habitat
Restoration Plan (see Appendix Q of EIR would occur.
Appendix D). Figure 7a of Appendix P in EIR
Appendix D includes the high priority
recommended areas for host plant enhancement.
Adaptive 1 Initiated whenever there is a significant 11 Contingency measures with performance
Management disturbance of suitable habitat of more than 20%, standards for remedial actions in
or if field observations and expert judgment enhancement treatment areas are left to the
indicate a change in management approach is discretion of the preserve manager.
needed (see Section 4.2.6.2 in Appendix Pin EIR | ¢ |dentifies Argentine ant as a threat but does
Appendix D). not include a measure for control.
1 If invasive plant species exceed 10% total
vegetated cover, or have increased by 25% or
more since the previous survey, implement
invasive species control measures (see Section
4.2.6.2 in Appendix P in EIR Appendix D).
1 Includes Argentine ant monitoring (see Section
4.2.7.3 in Appendix P in EIR Appendix D).
Surveys 1 Every 5 years, a qualified biologist will perform 91 Surveys are included but lacked threats

focused surveys for Quino checkerspot butterfly
(see Section 4.2.5 in Appendix P in EIR Appendix
D).

1 Every 3 years, a habitat evaluation and threats
assessment will be conducted (using SDMMP
protocol) focusing on the quality of host plants
(invasive species, changes in vegetation type
cover resulting from alteration of fire regime
and/or climate change) as it pertains to the
habitat needs of Quino checkerspot butterfly. If
multiple populations exist, a threats assessment
will be conducted for each occurrence (see
Section 4.2.5 in Appendix P in EIR Appendix D).

assessment.

91 Annual reconnaissance survey by preserve
manager with opportunistic surveys by plant
and wildlife specialists every 5 years, and
potential new species issues to be surveyed
every 10 years. Opportunistic surveys are
defined as those that take place during ideal
weather conditions (i.e., good rainfall year)
and would include Quino checkerspot butterfly
surveys.

Access Control

If human activity (e.g., trail use) occurs in the vicinity
of occupied habitat, evaluate the potential need for
exclusionary fencing and signage for larvae
locations, and implement where potential for human

Includes installation of fencing along certain trails,
which will deter access to an area in the Habitat
Preserve where a Quino checkerspot butterfly
was once observed.
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Table 4.3-21. Comparison of Management Actions Between the 2020 Preserve Management Plan
and the 2007 Draft HMP

Management
Actions

202CPreserve Management Plan (Appebdix

2007 Draft HMP

ingress exists (see Sections 4.2.6.2 and 4.4.2.4 in
Appendix P in EIR Appendix D).

Establishment

1 Implementation of the proposed project would

91 Includes acquisition of off-site lands containing

of the Habitat provide an in-perpetuity managed Habitat Quino checkerspot butterfly suitable habitat.
Preserve Preserve with connectivity to current Quino However, no mention of management for the
Benefits checkerspot locations occurring outside the species on these off-site lands.
project site (see Appendix D, Figure 5-3b). 1 Funding was not guaranteed: Implementation
9 Funding of the Preserve Management Plan will of the enhanced habitat management program
occur through the HOA, supported by a dormant depends on funding from public sources. Most
Community Facilities District or comparable of those funding sources have not been
funding mechanism pursuant to the 2008 USEPA identified at the time of printing, and while the
Compensatory Mitigation Rule. enhanced management program has not yet
1 Reduction of invasive species and off-roading committed to funding from any one source, it
vehicle use within the Habitat Preserve (see appears there will be substantial opportunities
Sections 4.2.3 and 4.5 in Appendix P in EIR as the regional habitat management issue is
Appendix D). resolved and leveraged regional public funds
1 become available.
91 Reduction of invasive species and off-roading
vehicle use within the Habitat Preserve.
Management 9 Currently, the Habitat Preserve contains enough 91 Preserve would include 882 acres of modeled
Activities suitable habitat (approximately 1,096 acres) to suitable habitat, mitigation occurring at a

mitigate for impacts to suitable habitat at a 1.9:1
ratio. This alone is considered beneficial to the
species (see Section 3.4 in Appendix P in EIR
Appendix D).

9 The Preserve Management Plan outlines the
mandatory strategies and triggers for when the
preserve manager should implement the actions
listed above and their corresponding sections in
the Preserve Management Plan. It is infeasible to
determine which activities will be required within
Habitat Preserve, due to unforeseeable changes
to environmental conditions; therefore, the
approach taken in the Preserve Management
Plan is to allow the preserve manager a degree of
flexibility to implement necessary actions.

0.89:1 ratio.

11 Timing and specific details for implementing
Quino management activities not articulated,
and subsequent activities were subject to the
discretion of the preserve manager based on
prevailing environmental conditions.

Agency Input

1 Informally met with USFWS on numerous
occasions and implemented feedback where
applicable, especially with regards to trail usage
and removal within the Habitat Preserve.

il

Included agency input into the Subarea Plan but
not the EIR.

Notes: HOA = homeowners association

Draft Revised EIR

4.3-138

Fanita Ranch Project

May 2020



g Harris & Associates Section 4.3: Biological Resources

438 References

14 CR 15380. Endangered, Rare, or Threatened Species. In Title 14, Natural Resources;
Division, Resource Agency; Chapter 3, Guidelines for Implementation of the California
Environmental Quality Act; Article 20, Definitions.

16 USC 708712. Migratory Bird Treat Act, as amended.
16 USC 15311544. Endangered Species Act of 1973, as amended.

33 CFR 328.3(b). Navigation and Navigable Waters. In Title 33, Navigation and Navigable
Waters; Chapter Il, Corps of Engineers, Department of the Army, Department of Defense;
Part 328, Definition of Waters of the United States; Section 328.3, Definitions.

33 USC 1251(a). Congressional Declaration of Goals and Policy. In Title 22, Navigation and
Navigable Waters, Chapter 26, Water Pollution Prevention and Control, Subchapter I,
Research and Related Programs.

50 CFR, Part 22.3. Definitions. In Title 50, Wildlife and Fisheries; Chapter I, United States Fish
and Wildlife Service, Department of the Interior; Subchapter B, Taking, Possession,
Transportation, Sale, Purchase, Barterpdttation, and Importation of Wildlife and
Plants; Part 22, Eagle Permits; Subpart A, Introduction.

66 FR 38583 8 5 6 . Executive Order 13186 of January
Agencies to Protect Migratorwnyl7B300lds. 0 Pr es

Bauder, E.T., A.J. Bohonak, B. Hecht, M.A. Simovich, D. Shaw, D.G. Jenkins, and M. Rains. 2011.
A Draft Regional Guidebook for Applying the Hydrogeomorphic Approach to Assessing
Wetland Functions of Vernal Pool Depressional Wetlands in Sou@®ifornia. San Diego,
California: San Diego State University. 2009. Updated November 8.

California Fish and Game Code, Sections 2@885. Taking, Importation, Exportation, or Sale.
In Division 3, Fish and Game Generally; Chapter 1.5, Endangered Species

California Fish and Game Code, Section 2800 etGatifornia Natural Community Conservation
Planning Act. 1991. Amended 1996, 2000, 2003, 2011, and 2@t2ssed May 2020.
http://leginfo.legislature.ca.gov/faces/codes_displayText.xhtml?lawCode=FGiSdiv
=3.&title=&part=&chapter=10.&article=.

City of Santee. 2018. Draft Santee Multiple Species Conservation Program (MSCP) Subarea Plan.
Wildlife Agency Review Draft. December.

City of Santee. 2020. Santee Municipal Code.

City of San Diego. 1998. Multipl8pecies Conservation Program Plan. Final. August.

CNPS (California Native Pl ant Society). 2020.
Cali forni a. 0-0013P. AatesseaMay 2020ohtip;//www8areplants.cnps.org.
DOI (U.S. Departmentaf he I nterior). 2017. AThe Migrator)

l nci dent al T a k e€37060. Ddeemier22.ndum M

Draft Revised EIR 4.3-139 May 2020
Fanita Ranch Project



g Harris & Associates Section 4.3: Biological Resources

Holland, R.F. 1986. Preliminary Descriptions of the Terrestrial Natural Communities of California.
NongameHeritage Program, CaliformiDepartment of Fish and Game. October 1986.

MCAS Miramar (Marine Corps Air Station Miramar). 201Bitegrated Natural Resources
Management Plan for Marine Corps Air Station Miramar, Califorduae 2018. Accessed

May 2020 https//www.miramarems.marinesnil/Divisions/NaturalResources
Division/NaturatResources/.

Oberbauer, T., M. Kelly, and J. Buegge. 2008. Draft Vegetation Communities of San Diego
County. March 2008. AccessedVlay 2020. https://www.sandiegocounty.gov
/content/dam/sdc/pds/ceqa/So@ocuments/FinaEIR-Files/references/rtcref/ch9.0
Irtcrefaletters/014%20201%2-19 OberbauerTM2008.pdf.

Draft Revised EIR 4.3-140 May 2020
Fanita Ranch Project



	4.3 Biological Resources
	4.3.1 Environmental Setting
	4.3.1.1 Biological Survey Methods
	4.3.1.2 General Biological Survey Results
	4.3.1.3 Jurisdictional Aquatic Resources
	4.3.1.4 Sensitive Biological Resources
	4.3.1.5 Wildlife Corridors and Habitat Linkages

	4.3.2 Regulatory Framework
	4.3.2.1 Federal
	4.3.2.2 State
	4.3.2.3 Local

	4.3.3 Thresholds of Significance
	4.3.4 Method of Analysis
	4.3.5 Project Impacts and Mitigation Measures
	4.3.5.1 Threshold 1: Candidate, Sensitive, or Special-Status Species
	4.3.5.2 Threshold 2: Riparian Habitat or Other Sensitive Natural Communities
	4.3.5.3 Threshold 3: Wetlands
	4.3.5.4 Threshold 4: Native Resident or Migratory Fish or Wildlife Species
	4.3.5.5 Threshold 5: Tree Preservation
	4.3.5.6 Threshold 6: Habitat Conservation Plan

	4.3.6 Cumulative Impacts and Mitigation Measures
	4.3.6.1 Cumulative Threshold 1: Candidate, Sensitive, or Special-Status Species
	4.3.6.2 Cumulative Threshold 2: Riparian Habitat or Other Sensitive  Natural Communities
	4.3.6.3 Cumulative Threshold 3: Wetlands
	4.3.6.4 Cumulative Threshold 4: Native Resident or Migratory Fish or Wildlife Species
	4.3.6.5 Cumulative Threshold 5: Tree Preservation
	4.3.6.6 Cumulative Threshold 6: Habitat Conservation Plans

	4.3.7 Comparison of Proposed Project to 2007 Project
	4.3.8 References


